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the Constitution could find the authority for any || to understand the remarks of that gentleman as || the purpose of calling for petitions from those 
such interference. But he had been told that || intended to convey any reflection upon him, (Mr. || States which were omitted at the last call; which 


Congress had the right to abolish eek in the ||} B? was agreed to. 

District of Columbia, and that, having this con- Mr. CALHOUN said, he could assure the gen- |) Petitions and memorials were presented by 
stitutional right, these petitioners were justifiable || tleman from North Carolina that he had intended | Mr. McKAY, of North Carolina; 

in coming there. He denied that Congress pos- PO perenne) reflection whatever. | Mr. PINCKNEY, of South Carolina; 

sessed any such right. But still they ought not r. WEBSTER said it was evident that the ||} Messrs. HAYNES and COFFEE, of Georgia; 
to receive the petitions, because their language || proposition to receive or not to receive this peti- || Messrs. HARDIN, HAWES, CALHOUN, 


was highly ey ng eee The Senator from || tion would run into a protracted discussion, and, | JOHNSON, UNDERWOOD, CHAMBERS, 
North Eniting {Mr. Brown] very much depre- || as the day was far spent, he hoped that the motion || ALLAN, WILLIAMS, and HARLAN, of 
cated agitation on the subject. He knew as well || to postpone the further chiuaderation of the sub- || Kentucky; 


as that gentleman that there were two ways of || ject until Monday would be agreed to. | Messrs. CRANE, HAMER, PATTERSON, 
preventing agitation—the one was quietly to sub- The question being then taken, the motion to || SLOANE, HOWELL, STORER, WEBSTER, 
mit, the other was to meet it boldly. e put it || postpone until Monday was agreed to. | WHITTLESEY, and KENNON, of Ohio; 
to the gentleman from North Carolina, would he THE SEMINOLE HOSTILITIES. | Messrs. JOHNSON, GARLAND, and RIP- 
(submit when called kidnapper, and pirate, or The bill from the House making appropriations |, LEY, of Louisiana; 
(rather would he not, as a man of honor, knock || for repressing hostilities, commenced by the |} Messrs. LANE, DAVIS, BOON, KINNARD, 
the calumniator down. He denied the right of || Seminoles, shee: Ociedl Sesion Gill aeleweed. and HANNEGAN, of Indiana; 


Congress to interfere with slave property in the 
District of Columbia. He found in the amend- 
ments to the Constitution (and he rejoiced at the 
jealousy and vigilance of those who caused them 
to be inserted) that no man shall be deprived of 
his liberty or property without due process of 
law. The property of the citizen cannot be taken 


SEBASTIAN BUTLER, AND OTHERS. ners? meee poesia the claim of Bazil 

re S . rown to be allowed compensation for certain 

Mr. LINN, from the Committee on Private | horses furnished to the Commissioner of the 
Land Claims, reported, without amendment, the United States to treat with the Wiiamsi Indi 7 

bill for the relief of Sebastian Butler, and others. ee nent, Pe 


. ; | 1834, and for the use of said Indians; referred to 
The Senate then adjourned over to Monday. | the Committee on Indian Affairs; also the memo- 


| rial of the heirs of Dr. Samuel Kennedy, a senior 











from him but by process of law—by a trial by HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. hospital surgeon of the revolutionary army, 
jury, and were not the slaves of this District Tuurspay, January 7, 1836. praying a full adjustment of their accounts, 

property? How were they to be taken but by Nii deaailis tite Sete anes’ | On motion of Mr. Lang, the following peti- 
due process of law? It had been said correctly, Mr. ADAMS rose and said, he wished, by per- || tions were referred to the Committee on the Post 


that Congress had exclusive jurisdiction over the mission of the House, to put a question to the || Office and Post Roads: That the Committee on 
District of Columbia; but what power had Con- || 1 onorable chairman of the iecelates on Foreign || the Post Office and Post Roads be instructed to 
gress there other than exclusive legislation, ac- || 4 ging ©" || inquire into the expediency of establishing the 
cording to the forms of the Constitution? Con- Mr. A. said he found in a paper of this morn- |) fol owing post routes in the State of Indiana: 
| gga not abolish the trial by jury in this || j1¢ @ statement in relation to an interruption of || From Versailles, in Ripley county, to Burlington, 
istrict, nor could it abridge the liberty of the || ou) commerce with Mexico. (Mr. A. here read || Boon county, Kentucky, via Hartsville, Dells- 
ros 7 Sh ., || the statement, which is contained in the National || borough, Guionvilles, Hartford, and Rising Sun; 
His object (Mr. C. said) was not agitation; it Intelligencer of this morning.) The question || from Napoleon, in Ripley county, to Louisville, 
was to suppress it. He saw an agitation that was || \ hich he meant to ask was this: Whether the || i" Henry county, via Clarksburgh, New Salem, 
Pet Snare the te Committee on Foreign Relations had received any and ae Mills; from Aurora, in Dearborn 
cceneniven Gentile nemiecua 7 ‘ond polboding official communication on the subject of the rela- || coun, etree get dam . TV tog 
the minds of the people of the non-slaveholding || ‘10% Political or commercial, between the United || ‘1 Ohig, ‘via Drewersburgh, in Franklin county, 
States, making t ec believe that slavery was || States ons tite Rowenenynt oh Aetphe? iit | from Lawrenceburgh i "Watshees swaae: 1c 
sinful, and that the people of the South were im- ersielo-che dead end Cinrennd ) soda: thie geeentionen Brookville, in Franklin county, via Hubb! ane 
dames oan corrupt. hile this agitation con- which he had founded this question, and he put || McKenkev's Cioes Reade Ys a 
tinued, it was impossible but the ignorant dlave || @ Rew because wen: poninined a ination wats he | Mr Hania AN presented memorials from a 
population must believe that one half of the utade to.eijeure over'te| Menday next... If there | large siaiiaher of Uive iherehente traders, and other 
ople of this Union were their friends, and that had not been a communication made, he presumed | sitizens of the States of Indiana and Mlinoi k 
pote 4 ae there would be one from the Executive before that || 1I2°NS OF tie Sates of Andiana and sinols, ask- 
all they me 4 - ore Orgnnnee a ee | time. } ing - oe to construct a harbor or 
. ° . . . . . | »F y _ ly or , > . 
This pani ‘aaaipneanney, ens it warant | ae. MASON ; of Virginia, mays tm oopty, set Indiana; which "weae Saco Wo the Cétmatiiies 
to be put an end to, unless by a ecisive refusal on || ‘he Committee on aeeige Sieur nad dnseinnd | on Commerce. And one to have Michigan City 
the part of the Senate to receive these petitions | a0 comsbunieation from aheState: De partment On || made a port of entry; which was referred is tie 
But his friend from Virginia [Mr. Tyer] the seenypetiok ae: ceintionn ef tht: ated Beeten Cominities on Camanbeee And one asking a 
wished to go further than he had roposed to go with: Mexies, whether commercial or political; | sufficient sum for the construction of a light-house 
He thanked him for it. He had said that the | %d that they had no information on that subject | 4+ the same point; which was referred to the Com- 
; sate ’ || other than that contained in the message of the || ®¢.S2e Same point; which was referred to the Com- 
Committee on the District of Columbia was pre- mitteeon Commerce. Also, a petition for a post 


; J President of the United States, delivered at the || ; . / c 
ee ae ae commencement of this session. route from Indianapolis, through Danville, Bain- 
s 


| 
Havi ; . bridge, Rockville, Montezuma, and Newport, in 
: . . aving seen a statement in & morning news- hy ; : ° 
exception of the Senator from Ohio, was in favor || 8 es 
| 

















: ; : the State of Indiana, to Danville, in the State of 
of giving a distinct expression of opinion as to egneeeyenieniny seine Segndes <r eisenmte- 


| Illinois; which was referred to the Committee on 
the constitutional powers of Congress on the | the Post Office and Post Roads; from Newtown, 
question. He was glad to hear this. But if his Fountain county, by the way of Rob Roy, Ath- 
motion had no other object than to protect the ica, Reinsville, in the State of Indiana, to Iro- 
honor of the State he represented, it was enough quois, in the State of Illinois. 
to make him adhere to it. If the gentleman from 


ma |” Mr. Davis presented the petition of Frederick 
Viegiole did not present such a resolution as the | Slinkard, asking to be allowed for certain moneys 
one he had alluded to, he himself would lay a 


destroyed (by the burning of his house) belong- 
ing to the Post Office Department; and the petition 
of the citizens of Putnam county, Indiana, for a 
| 


cial letter, that the arbitrary measure alluded to 






by the gentleman from Massachusetts had been 

adopted by the Mexican Government, he [Mr. 
as had called at the State Department, and 
| was informed that no intelligence had been re- 
ceived on that subject. Mr. M. had no doubt 
that, if the rumor proved to be true, inforfation 
would be promptly communicated to Congress. 

Mr. ADAMS said he had nothing further to 
inquire of the Committee on Foreign Affairs; but 
he gave notice that unless a communication was 
inode by the Executive between this and Monday 
next, he should submit a proposition on the sub- 
| ject to the House on that day. 
| TERRITORIAL GOVERNMENT OF WISCONSIN. 

Mr. JONES, of Michigan, asked the consent 
of the House to present the memorial of the 
Legislative Council of the Territory of Michigan, 
that the gentleman from Virginia was mistaken; || Praying the establishment of the territorial gov- 
but if he was not, the expression of such an || €roment of Wisconsin. This was the only op- 
opinion as he contemplated would have a most || portunity which had been offered of presenting 
beneficial effect on the whole South. this memorial. 

Mr. BROWN rose to ask the gentleman from PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 
South Carolina, [Mr. Catnoun,] whether he was | Mr. HARDIN moved to suspend the rule, for 


6 


resolution on the table, affirming that Congress 
had no constitutional power to legislate on the 
subject of the slaves in the District of Columbia. || 
He was not disposed to create any difference of 
opinion with his southern friends; but when he 
had been compelled to act, he had put himself 
boldly forward. When he found these petitions 
coming on that floor, with unjust, false, and ma- 
licious language, as applied to the section of 
ee he came from, he felt it to be his impe- 
rious duty to move for their rejection. He feared 


mail route.]} 

Messrs. CASEY, MAY, and REYNOLDS, 
of Illinois; 

[The Speaker presented a petition from sundry 
inhabitants of Illinois, praying for the establish- 
ment of certain post routes therein designated. 

Mr. Casey presented the petition of sundry 
citizens of Wabash county, Illinois, praying the 
establishment of a mail-stage route from Louis- 
ville, Kentucky, by Albany, Camden, Leaven- 
worth, Jasper, and Petersburg, Indiana, Mount 
Carmel, Allein, Fairfield, &c., Hlinois, to St. 
Louis, Missouri; which, on his motion, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. ] 
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Mr. REYNOLDS, of Illinois; ; 

{Mr. R. presented the memorial of the Legis- | 
lature of the State of Illinois, praying a grant of 
land of the common of the village of Cahossia, | 
to the county of St. Clair, in gaid State. And 
also a petition of the inhabitants of said village, 
praying a grant of said common in fee-simple to 
themselves. ( 
eral Assembly of the State of Illinois, praying a 
grant of some of the public lands to aid in con- | 
structing a road from Shawneetown, by Frank- | 
fort, to St. Louis. 


lands over which this road passes have been in | 
market a long time, and much of these remain 
unsold; and to construct the road over them | 


General Government will be benefited, rather | 
than injured, by the grant. The letter of the late | 
Postmaster General accompanies this memorial, | 
which shows that this road is important in the 


was referred to the Committee on Roads and 
Canals. 

Mr..R. also presented the memorial of the Le- | 
gislature of Ilinois, praying a survey to be made 
of Cash river in said State. The memorial states, 
that with a small expenditure of money, the nav- 

_ igation of that river could be much improved; 

and as there is much public land adjacent to the | 
river, the General Government will be much 

benefited by such improvement, as well as the | 
citizens in the vicinity. 

The claim of Henry Whitton for property lost 
in the expedition against the hosule Indians in 
1832; which was referred to the Committee on 


The petition of Hezekiah Calst for a pension; 
which was referred to the Revolutionary Com- | 
mittee, 


The petition of the citizens of Milwaukee, in || 


the Michigan Territory, praying fora light-house, 
and the repair of the harbor on Lake M 
in said Territory. | 

Messrs. CHAP! AN,LYON,and LAWLER, | 
of Alabama; 

Messrs. HARRISON and ASHLEY, of Mis- | 
souri. 

{Mr. Harrison, of Missouri, presented the 
petition of sundry citizens, praying for a mail 
route from Fulton, Calloway county, Missouri, 
to the house of Henry Neile, in aad comity. 

{Mr. Asnuey, of Missouri, presented the fol- 


praying the establishment of a post route from 
Jannibal, in Marion county, via Florida, Paris, 
Huntsville, and Fayette, to Franklin, in Howard 


| THE ©O 


1] 
4 
| in his own 
/ 
| these floating preémption claims upon a valuable || sequence what would be the effect of the vote. 
'| been recently surveyed and laid out. 
And also the memorial of the Gen- || 


| preémption claim. 


|| and by the honorable gentleman from 
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which had prevailed for the last few years in 
_ reference to preémptions. He referred to a case 
istrict, where the Government had 
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et, 


Mr. REYNOLDS, of Illinois, said he was in. 


formed by the chairman of the Committee on 
Public Lands, that the subject was already before 


sustained a loss of $10,000,000, by the location of that committee, and therefore it was of little con. 


tract of country, through which a railroad had 
This was 
the work of speculators and capitalists of New 
Orleans, New York, Natchez, &c., who had in 
this way become possessed of millions of the most 
valuable portion of the public domain. He was 


|| not on to the honest yeoman who actually 
Mr. R. said, this memorial represents that the || 


settled and cultivated the public lands under a 
He would even go further, 


and give the lands to the honest cultivator of the 


|| soil; but he was opposed to their going into the 
would add much to their value, and thereby the i] 


hands of capitalists and speculators. He was in 


|| favor of the motion to reconsider. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, returned 
his thanks to the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 


the || Vinron,] for moving the reconsideration of the 
transportation of the United States mails; which || 


resolution. The facts exhibited by that gentleman 
ouisiana, 
{Mr. Riptey,) showed the House ought to be 





,, engaged in the collection of the dues. 
ichigan, || 


| would never settle those far distant lands. 
‘| a man had raised himself from a condition of ab- 
lowing petitions of sundry citizens of Missouri, || 





Cooper, H. M. Shrieve, John Whilzett; of the 


office; protest of certain citizens of Missouri, 
ainst the confirmation of certain land claims. 
Mr. A. also moved the reference of documents on 


tain surveys. | 
Mr. JONES, of Michigan; 


Mr. MANN, of New York, presented a peti- || 


tion from an individual in Michigan; 
Mr. WHITE, of Florida; 
Which petitions and memorials were appropri- | 
ately referred. 
PREEMPTION TO MINERS IN MICHIGAN. | 


Mr. VINTON moved to reconsider the vote | 
whereby the resolution offered by Mr. Jones, of | 
Michigan, granting the right of preémption to | 


the miners im the Territory of Michigan, was | 


— ; 
r. V. was caeeee’ to sending even aresolution | 
of inquiry of th 


upon the Government in a of the | 
passage of the preémption acts of 1830. 


Mr. JONES, of Michigan, briefly replied to | 
the remarks of the gentleman from Ohio, and | 
advocated the peculiar propriety of granting pre- | 
emptions to that class of citizens embraced in his | 


resolution, As his proposition was one of mere 
inquiry, he hoped the gentleman would permit it 
to go to the committee, where he could resist it. 

r. RIPLEY protested against the principle 


\| few? 
| done, that the inquiry would be suffered to go to 
. || the committee. 

file, proposing additional compensation for cer- || 


cautious in granting preémption rights. But if 


|| it had not been for these exhibitions of frauds, 
|, he should have opposed the resolution, because 
| it proposed the introduction of an entirely new 


principle. It did not propose to grant preémption 

rights to the cultivators of the soil, or the laborer 
| on the soil, but to the digger for lead; and held 
out false expectations. iheteten might be said 


| of the preémption laws heretofore passed, the 
|| object of this resolution conflicted with every 


| principle before recognized on this subject. 


|| Mr. ASHLEY wasin favor of the adoption of 
Military Affairs. | 


| the resolution, for it went only to instruct the 
| committee to inquire into the subject, and no fur- 
| ther. With regard to the lead mines, he was pre- 
| pared to prove that the Government did not realize 
sufficient from the leases to remunerate its officers 
Q Of one 
thing he assured the House, that his constituents 
| were exempt from the charges brought by the 
| two gentlemen who had spoken against the reso- 
| lution, [Messrs. Vinron and Riptey.] Mr. A. 

defended the character of the settlers on the public 


| lands on the right of oe. and the expe- 


'_diency of the law itself. The law was peculiarly 
| for the benefit of the poor man, and the country 
reaped great benefit from it, for the wealthy man 
any 


ject poverty to one of respectability and affluence 


through the preémption laws; and he was con- 
eae 

|| in a pecuniary point of view, by such men, with- 
county, and from the seat of government of Mis- || 
sour! tothe Territory of Arkansas; of Francis | 


the Government had never lost anything, 


out taking into consideration the great moral 
benefit that had resulted. He did not deny that 


| frauds might have been committed in some in- 
citizens of Cole county, in relation to a new land | 
| 


stances; but were all to suffer for the frauds of a 
He really hoped, if nothing further was 


Mr. LANE differed in toto with the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. Vinron.] The right of pre- 
emptiom was nearly as old as the title to the land 








is character to a committee, and | 
adverted to the frauds which had been committed | 


itself. The Government lost nothing, could lose 
| nothing, by the settlement of the unsold public 
lands. Mr. L. entered into a review of the cir- 
cumstances under which the Pottawatomie and 
| other public lands were settled in Indiana, and 
_ defended the character of those settlers in his own 
State» He hoped the reference of the resolution 
| would not be reconsidered. 

| Mr. REYNOLDS moved to lay the motion to 
| reconsider on the table. 

| Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, inquired 


|| of the Chair what would be the effect of this mo- 


tion, if carried in the affirmative? 

The CHAIR said, in his opinion, the subject 
would lie over, to be brought up another day. 

Mr. WILLIAMS inquired whether the subject 
would still go before the committee for inquiry? 

The CHAIR was of opinion that the subject 
would be suspended. 

Mr. WILLIAMS said he th t the effect 
of a vote in the affirmative would be to lay the 
| whole subject on the table. 
| The CHAIR said that was his opinion, though 
he would not then undertake to pronounce on the 

point. 
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He should, however, press the motion. 

The question was then taken and agreed to: 
and the motion to reconsider the resolution was 
laid on the table. 

RESOLUTIONS. 
_ On motion by Mr. REYNOLDS, of Illinois, 
it was 

Resolved, That the rules of the House be suspended for 
the purpose of offering and considering resolutions instruct. 

committees to make inquiries; and for the purpose of 
ering and considering resolutions asking information from 
the executive departinents. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, submitted the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of modifying the 
different acts of Congress granting preémption rights to 
settlers on the public lands, soas to protect the rights of the 
settlers, and prevent fraud against the United States. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, offered the following 
amendment to the resolution: 

And, also, into the expediency of extending to the actual 
settler on all lands that have been in the market for five 
years, which preémption privilege shall be extended for four 
years from and after the 19th of June next. 

The amendment was advocated by Mr. DAVIS, 
and opposed by Mr. MAY. 

Mr. HANNEGAN moved to postpone the 
resolution and amendment until to-morrow. 

Mr. HARRISON, of Missouri, said that the 
Committee on the Public Lands had the subject 
of preémptions before them. Considering, there- 
fore, that the propositions were unnecessary, he 
moved to lay the whole subject on the table; but 
withdrew the motion at the request of 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, who 
made a few remarks in favor of the passage of 
the original resolution. 

Mr. HAMER moved to lay the resolution on 
thetable. Negatived—ayes 50, noes not counted. 

Mr. WILLIAMS then demanded the previous 
question. He wished, he said, to bring the vote 
of the House directly upon the original resolu- 
tion, sopeneng with the amendment. 

The motion for the previous question was sec- 
onded by the House—ayes 81, noes 54. 

The main question was then ordered to be put; 
and the resolution was adopted without a count. 

Mr. REYNOLDS, of Iilinoie, submitted the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of establishing a system of 
commercial hospitals on the western waters of the Ohioand 
Mississippi rivers and the lakes, to be separate and apart 
from those on the Atlantic sea-board. 

Mr. STORER moved an amendment, so as to 
confine the hospitals to St. Louis, Louisville, Cin- 
cinnati, and Pittsburg. 

Mr. BOND moved to add the town of Ports- 
mouth, in Ohio; which was accepted by Mr. 
Srorer as a modification of his amendment. 

Mr. HAWES hoped the gentleman would 
accept, as a further modification, the town of 
Hendersonville, Kentucky. 

Mr. WHITE, of Florida, moved to postpone 
the further consideration of the resolution, as he 
wished the House to take up and act upon the 
bill making appropriations for repressing the 
hostilities of ne minole Indians; which was 
agreed to. 

; Mr. PEYTON then offered the following reso- 
ution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of establishing a port 
of entry at the mouth of Laurel, on the Cumber! river, 
in the State of Kentucky. 

Mr. PEYTON said, his object in offering this 
resolution was to extend the Constitution. As 
the Constitution then stood, it did not reach above 
Nashville; and his object was to embrace it up to 
the mouth of the Laurel. The House had that 
matter in its own hands, and his only wish was 
to live within the bounds of the Constitution. He 
lived above it, and the commerce of the coal mines 
would be as important above as below Nashville. 
He wished the Committee on Commerce to grant 
his constituents a port of entry where he had 
designated, so that they might have the benefits 
of the Constitution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
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HOSTILITIES OF THE SEMINOLES. 

On motion by Mr. WHITE, of Florida, the 
House then took up the bill making a | 
for repressing hostilities commenced by the Sem- 
inole ladiane; which was read the third time and 








RESOLUTIONS—AGAIN. | 
1 


On motion by Mr. TOUCEY, 


Resolved, That the report of the Secretary of War on the | 
claims of the State of Connecticut for services of militia || 
and disbursements made during the late war with Great | 
Britain, made in obedience to the order of the House of | 
Representatives of the 6th of January, 1832, and the letter | 
of the Roary, transmitting the same, be referred to the | 
Committee on Military Affairs, with instructions to inquire | 
whether any and what further legislation may be necessary | 
for the adjustment and settlement of said claims. 


On motion by Mr. HANNEGAN, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of granting to the 
State of Indiana a quantity of land equal to the alternate | 
sections heretofore reserved to the United States, along the 
line of the Wabash and Erie Canal, within the limits of | 
said State, for the purpose of aiding her in the construction 
of said canal. 


Mr. HAWES submitted the following resolu- | 
tion; which was postponed till to-morrow: 


Resolved, That a select committee of nine be appointed 
to inquire what amendments, if any, are expedient to be | 
made to the Jaws relating to the Military Academy at West | 
Point, in the State of New York ; and also, into the expedi- 
ency of modifying the organization of said institution ; and | 
also, whether it would not comport with the public inter- 
est. to abolish the same, with power to report by bill or 
otherwise. 


Mr. ALLAN, of Kentucky, submitted the 
following resolution; which was postponed till 
to-morrow: 


Resolved, That a select committee be appointed, whose 
duty it shall be to inquire into the expediency of extending 
the provisions of the act of Congress for the benefit of the 
surviving Officers and soldiers of the revolutionary army, 
passed the 7th of June, 1832, so as to embrace those who 
were engaged in the wars of the United States which oc- 
curred between the treaty of peace with Great Britain, in 
1783, and the treaty of Greenville, with the Indians, in 1795 ; 
and that the said committee have leave to report by bill or 
otherwise. 


Mr. VINTON submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which, by the rule, lies over one day: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be direeted 
to communicate to this House any information in his pos- 
session of frauds or fraudulent practices under the existing 
preémption laws ; and that he also inform the House what, 
in his opinion, has been the effect of the preémption laws 
now in force, or heretofore passed, upon the sale of the pub- 
lic lands and upon that branch of the public revenue. 


On motion by Mr. HARDIN, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 
inquire into the expediency of paying to the heirs of Thomas 
Lewis, a captain in the war of the Revolution on the conti- 
nental establishment, from the State of Virginia, the half- 
pay provided by Government. 


On motion by Mr. FORESTER, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 
inquire into the expediency of paying John Ditty, of the 
Pennsylvania line, tor his services in the war of the Revo- 
lution. 


On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions be instructed to inquire into the propriety of estab- 
lishing an agency at Pulaski, Tennessee, for the purpose of 
paying aoe which may at any time hereatter be due 
from the United States to persons residing in the counties 
of Lincoln, Giles, Lawrence, and Wayne, in said State ; 
and to make report thereon. 


On motion by Mr. KENNON, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of allowing to the legal 
representatives of Benjamin H. Mackall the value of a 
horse destroyed by the British army during the late war, 
whilst in the possession of the American army. 


On motion by Mr. JONES, of Michigan, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of making an 
a for the speedy completion of a public 

cAdamised railroad from Milwaukie Bay, on Lake Michi- 
gan, through the United States lead mines in said Terri- 
tory, to the Mississsippi river, also in said Territory. 


On motion by Mr. JONES, of Michigan, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of providing by 
iaw forthe improvement of the navigation of the Missis- 
sippi river, from the mouth of the Des Moines river, in the 
oe of Michigan, to Fort Crawford, Prairie du Chien, 
in said Territory ; and that the same committee be further 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of making ap- 
propriation in partek pagge beorbengt oe ‘and con- 
structing of a McAdamised or other road from Missis- 
pd river, — ae 3g a ouineey in 

coun ichigan to iwau on 
Lake Michigan. oe o 
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On motion by Mr. JONES, of Michigan, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of erecting light-houses on 
suitable sites at the mouth of Detroit river, of Lake Erie, at 
the mouth of Sagenaw river, of Lake Huron, at Wagoo- 
shance, or Fox point, on the Straits of Michillimackinac, 
and at the mouth of the Grand Kalamazoo and Milwaukie 
rivers, of Lake Michigan. 


On motion by Mr. JONES, of Michigan, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of making appropriatiohs to 
improve the harbors at the mouths of St. Joseph, Kalama- 
zoo, and Milwaukie rivers, of Lake Michigan, and for re- 
moving the bar at the mouth of Clinton river, of Lake St. 
Clair, in Michigan. 


On motion by Mr. JONES, of Michigan, 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of g:anting and 
extending the right of preémption to the miners and riggers 
of the mining country situated in the Territory of Michi- 
gan. 

On motion by Mr. McKIM, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce inquire into 
the expediency of requiring all registered vessels of the 
United States of the burden of two hundred tons and up- 
wards to take on board one or more boys, in proportion to 
their tonnage, as a part of their crew when bound to a for- 
eign port, either as. apprentices or on wages, as may be 
agreed on by the parents or guardians of said boys and the 
owners or agents of said vessels. 


On motion by Mr. WHITE, of Florida, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of making a grant 
of land to aid in the construction of a railroad from Pensa- 
cola to Columbus, in Georgia, and from the Appalachicola 
river to St. John’s river, in Florida, upon the terms proposed 
by said companies for the transportation of the United States 
mail on said railroads. 


On motion by Mr. WHITE, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of constructing a 
dry-dock at or near the navy-yard at Pensacola, Florida. 
and of deepening the bar as recommended in the report of 
Captain Chace, of the Engineer Department, so as to admit 
the passage of vessels of war of the largest class. 


On motion by Mr. JONES, of Michigan, 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Palmyra, in the State of Mis- 
souri, through Fort Des Moines, Fort Madison, and Bur- 
lington, Bellview, Dubuque, and Peru, to the town of 
Cassville, in the Territory of Michigan. 


On motion by Mr. JONES, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be | 


instructed to inquire into the expediency of passing an act 
to authorize a survey and making an appropriation for the 
construction of a military road from Fort Gratiot, by the 
seat of justice of the county of Lapuar, to the rapids of the 
Grand river, in Michigan, and that the eommi:iee have 
leave to report by bill or otherwise. 


On motion by Mr. EVANS, 
The House adjourned to Monday next. 





IN SENATE, 
Mownpary, January 11, 1836. 


Mr. Curusert, of Georgia, appeared to-day, 
and took his seat. 

. EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The CHAIR announced a communication from 
the War Department, covering a report from the 
Second Auditor on the contingent expenses of the 
military establishment for the last year. 

Also, a reportfrom the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, containing the returns of the banks of the 
District of Columbia for the last year. 

PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 

Mr. KENT presented the petition of the di- 
rectors.of the Gircann and Mechanics’ Bank of 
Georgetown, praying for a recharter. Laid on 
the table. 

Mr. TYLER presented the memorial of the 
Corporation of Georgetown, setting forth the pe- 
cuniary embarrassments under which they labor, 
and praying Congress for relief. Referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented the memorial of 
sundry citizens of Philadelphia, praying that an 
appropriation may be passed for the construction 
of piers at Reedy Island, on the Delaware, and 
for a ligh-thouse at the same place; also, foza 
light-house on the Brandywine shoals, Refessed 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

8 SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said, he rose t 
memorial of the Caln Quarterly Meeting of the 
Religious Society of Friends in Haoheen, re- 


questing Congress to abolish slaxery,and the slave 
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trade in the District of Columbia. On this sub- 


ject he had expressed his opinions to the Senate 


on Thursday last. Upon a review of these opin- 
ions, he was perfectly satisfied withthem. All he 
should now say was, that the memorial which he 
was about to present was perfectly respectful in 
its language. Indeed, it could not possibly be 
otherwise, considering the source from which it 
emanated. 

It now became his duty to make some motion 
in regard to this memorial. On Thursday last he 
had suggested, that the best course, in his opin- 
ion, to pursue was, to refer all these memorials 
toa select committee, or to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. He now found that there 
existed insurmountable obstacles to such a refer- 
ence; though he still inclined to think it the proper 
mode of proceeding. 

In presenting this memorial, and in exerting 
himself, so far as in him lay, to secure for it that 
respectful reception by the Senate which it de- 
served, he should do his duty to the memorialists; 
but he owed a duty to himself and to his country, 
which he would perform. He was clearly of 
opinion, for the reasons he had stated on Thurs- 
day last, that Congress ought not, at this time, to 
abolish slavery in the District of Columbia, and 
that it was our duty promptly to place this exciting 
= at rest. e should therefore move that 
the memorial be read, and that the prayer of the 
memorialists be rejected. 

Mr. PRESTON said, that, as a question had 
heen raised on the presentation of another petition, 
he hoped that the gentleman would suffer that 
question to be decided first. 

Mr. CALHOUN said, he demanded that the 
question be first taken whether the petition be 
received or not. 

Mr. WEBSTER would suggest to gentlemen 
whether they would permit this or any petition 
to interfere with the ordinary business of the 
Senate. Taking the example set the other day 
when the petition from Ohio was presented, a dis- 
cussion might commence which might consume 
the whole day. He thought it better to let the 
present petition lay over tll the morning's busi- 
ness passed, and continue the discussion on the 
motion not to receive the Ohio petition, 

Mr. CALHOUN entirely concurred with the 
gentleman, and moved to postpone the further 
consideration of the question till to-morrow. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, said he had no wish 
to hasten the final disposition of a subject of so 
much importance. He thought, however, if there 
was to be a discussion on the subject at all, it had 
better be on the memorial just presented, the lan- 
guage of which was entirely respectful, than in a 
memorial that had with such reason been objected 
to on account of its disrespectful language. 

Mr. CALHOUN did not agree with the Sen- 
ator from Alabama. There was no reason on 
earth why the discussion should be continued on 
this petition, rather than on the one first pre- 
sented. Were gentlemen afraid to meet the other 
petition, that they wished the discussion to be on 
one containing language of a milder character ? 
He did not think such could be the feelings of 
the gentleman from Alabama. He considered 
penne similar to this, though less objectiona- 

le in their language than the ene from Ohio, to 


~ 


be dangerous in theirtendency. They contained © 


reflections injurious to the feelings of himself, 
and those with whom he was connected, and 
injurious to the gentleman and those with whom 
he was connected. Let us (said he) meet the 

uestion boldly like men, and decide at once that 
these petitions are not to be received. He hoped 
the mornings. were not to be consumed in such 
discussions, and’ he therefore renewed his motion 
to lay the question on the table. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, said the object of 
settling the main question would, in his opinion, 
be effected much more readily by the discussion 
of the memorial presented by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, (Mir. Bucuanan,]}asit regarded the 

| great principle involved, than by a discussion of 
the petitions presented bythe gentleman from 
Ohio, {Mr. Morais,) on Thursday last. He 
thought the action of the Senate on the petition 
| did not necessarily change the — of discus- 
sion. The memorial presented by the gentleman 
from Penssylvania looked directly to the ques- 
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tion of the abolition of slavery in the District of | States, and also those made by the deposit banks since such 
Columbia, and was couched in respectful lan- || 
He had no disposition to shrink from a | 


iscussion or from voting Spon the subject in any | 


ae 


shape in which it might be presented to the Sen- 
ate, He would ask the gentleman from South 
Carolina, ‘eye Catnoun,} whether his object 
could not be as effectually accomplished in the 
discussion of this petition as the other? H 
trusted and hoped there was a large majority in 
the Senate determined to entertain no petition 
on this subject any longer than to read and reject 
it. He knew those he represented were deeply 
interested in this question. But he would ask, 
would it put an end to it by refusing to receive 
petitions couched in disrespectful language as was 
the petition presented by th un 
Ohio? Would not the rejection of a petition of 
that character be attributed to the fact of the dis- 


respectful language contained in it? Such, in his | 
opinion, would be the construction put upon the | 
rejection of it; and the consequence would be | 


that the petitioners would persist in sending in 
their petitions for the same object, but couched 
in more respectful terms. 

entleman from Pennsylvania brought the subject 
coved and fairly before the Senate, and a rejec- 


the gentleman from | 


The petition of the | 
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returns were last communicated to the Senate. 


BILL INTRODUCED ON LEAVE. 
Mr. HENDRICKS, in pursuance of notice 


es asked’ and obtained leave, and introduced a 
i 
} 


I! to authorize the Leavenworth and Blooming- 


| ton and other railroad companies to locate roads 


He | 








tion of it would leave no room to doubt the opinion | 


of that body in relation to it. A rejection of it 
would settle the question at once. He had made 


these few remarks without intending to take any | 


part in this discussion. 

Mr. CLAY then, after a few remarks, moved 
to postpone the further consideration of the sub- 
ject till to-morrow; which motion was agreed to, 

PETITIONS. 

Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH presented the petition 
of John M. Hepburn, a clerk in the War Office, 
praying for increase of salary; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Petitions were further presented by Messrs. TY- 


LER, WEBSTER, HENDRICKS, and TALL- | 


MADGE, 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. EWING, from the Committee on Public | 


Lands, to which had been referred the bill pro- | 


viding for executing certain surveys of the public 
lands, reported the same without amendment. 
Mr. EWING, from the same committee, to 
which had been referred the bill for the relief of 
Andrew Knox, reported unfavorably thereon. 
Mr. EWING, from the same committee, to 
which had been referred the memorial of the Le- 
gislature of Missouri, praying that the registers 
of the public land offices may be furnished with 
the field notes of the surveyors, reported that, 
after a consultation with the head of the General 


Land Office, it was ascertained to be impracticable | 


to grant the prayer of the petition. 

Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to which had been referred the bill makin 
appropriations to suppress hostilities commence 
by the Seminoles, reported the same with an 
amendment, which was read, and the bill was, b 
general consent, ordered to be engrossed fora third 
rending. 

Mr. W., from the same committee, to which 
had been referred the petition of sundry citizens 
of New York, on the subject of the late fire in 
that city, meres a bill extending relief; which 
was read and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. HENDRICKS, from the Committee on 
Roads and Canals, to which had been referred 
the bill making an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the river Wabash, reported the same 
without amendment, 

On motion by Mr. WHITE, the Committee 
on Indian Affairs was discharged from the further 
consideration of the petition of Samuel Gilbert. 

Mr. PRESTON, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, made an unfavorable report on the 

tition of. Thomas Cutts. 

Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on 


Pensions, made an unfavorable report on the | 


petition of John R. Medwin. 
RETURNS FROM BANKS. 
Mr. WEBSTER submitted the following reso- 
lution; which lies one day on the table: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury lay before 
the Senate the returns made by the Bank of the United 


| 
| 
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|| Opinion of the Department as to its utility and 


through the public lands; which was read twice 
apd referred. 


NOTICE OF A BILL, 


Mr. LINN gave notice that he would, to-mor- 
row, ask leave to bringgin a bill concerning pre- 
emption rights to actual settlers on the public 
lands; also, a bill for the extension of the Cum- 
berland road, in the State of Missouri. 


RELATIONS WITH FRANCE. 


Mr. CLAY, aftersome remarks, submitted the 


ne resolutions, which lie on the table one 
ay: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to communi- 
cate to the Senate, if it be not in his opinion incompatible 
with the public interest, whether, since the termination of 
the last Congress, any overture, formal or informal, official 
or unofficial, has been made by the French Government to 
the Executive of the United States, to accommodate the 
difficulties between the two Governments respecting the 
execution of the convention of the 4th day of July, 1831; 
and pens! whether a dispatch from the Duc de Brog- 
lie, the French Minister of Foreign Affairs, to the French 
Chargé d’Affaires at Washington, was read, and a copy of 
it furnished by him to the Secretary of State, for the pur- 
»ose of indicating a mode in which the difficulties might 

removed. 

Resolved, also, under the restriction above-mentioned, in 
the event of any such overture having been made, that the 
President be requested to inform the Senate what answer 
was given to it; and if a copy of any such dispatch were 
received, that he be further requested to cammunicate a 
copy of it to the Senate. 


DEFENSE OF THE COUNTRY. 


Mr. BENTON submitted the following reso- 
lutions; which lie on the table one day: 


Resolved, That the surplus revenue of the United States, 
and the dividends of stock receivable from the Bank of the 
United States, ought to be set apart, and applied to the 
general defense and permanent security of the country. 

Resolved, That the President be requested to cause the 
Senate to be informed: 

1. The probable amount that would be necessary for for- 
tifying the lake, maritime, and gulf frontier of the United 
States, and such points of the land frontier as may require 
permanent fortifications. 

2. The probable amount that would be necessary to con- 
struct an adequate number of armories and arsenals in the 
United States, and to supply the States with field artillery, 


especially brass field-pieces, for their militia, and with side 


arms and pistols for their cavalry. 

3. The probable amount that would be necessary to sup- 
ply the United States with the ordnance, arms, and muni- 
tions of war, which a proper regard to self-defense would 
require to be always on hand. 

4. The probable amount that would be necessary to place 
the naval defenses of the United States (including the 
increase of the navy-yards, dock-yards, and steam or float- 
ing batteries) upon the footing of strength and respecta- 
— which is due to the security and to the welfare or the 

Jnion. 


CHOCTAW CLAIMS. 


_Mr. BLACK submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury communi- 
cate to the Senate the instructions given to the agent for the 
location of Choctaw claims, and the registers and receiv- 
ers of public moneys of the different land offices in Missis- 
sippi, in relation to the location of the reservation and 
claims of the Choctaw Indians, and the treaty made at 
Dancing Rabbit Creek, 27th of September, 1830; and, also, 


|| if any, and what, claims, under the Mth article of the treaty, 


have been presented since the removal of the Choctaw 
Indians west of the Mississippi river, and the amount of 
land so claimed, and whether any, and what, quantity of 
land has been reserved at the late sales proclaimed in Mis- 


any claim has been sanctioned by the Department, under 
the 14th article of the treaty, where the claimant’s name 
was not found registered by the agent as signifying his in- 
tention to remain and become a citizen of the States of 
Mississippi or Alabama. 

COMMERCE OF THE STATES. 


Mr. NILES submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire whether the navigation and commerce 
among the several States, or in any of them, are subjected 
to exactions or duties imposed by State legislation within 
the navigable rivers, bays, or other tide waters of any State 

PENSACOLA BAY. 


Mr. SOUTHARD submitted the following res- 
olutions; which lie on the table one day: 

Resolved, That the of War be directed to com- 
municate to the Senate the report of the engineers on the 
subject of deepening the bar at Pensacola bay, with the 
ity. 


LOBE. 


THE DISTRICT BANKS. 
The resolution submitted by Mr. Benton for 
| 


sissippi for the satisfaction of those claims; also whether |! 





January 1], 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be is 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing by loo 
for deepening the bar at the entrance to Pensacola bay, so 
as to admit vessels of war of the largest class ; and further 
to inquire into the expediency of constructing a dry dock 
or marine railway for the repair of vessels of war at the 
navy-yard at Pensacola. 

MILITARY LAND WARRANTS. 

_ Mr. SWIFT submitted the following resoly. 

tion; which lies on the table one day: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands be in. 
structed to inquire into the expediency of extending to the 
owners of mili land warrants issued by the United States. 
in satisfaction of claims for bounty land for services during 
the revolutionary war, the same benefits which they woujd 
be entitled to by an act of Congress approved the day 
of March,.1830, entitled * An act for the relief of certain 
officers and soldiers of the soon line and navy, and of 
the continental army during the revolutionary war,” haq 
there been no limitation of the provisions of said act. 


REPRESENTATIVES OF ROBERT JOUETT. 


The bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Robert Jouett, deceased, was read the third 
time, and passed. 

ALEXANDRIA FIRE INSURANCE COMPANY, 


The bill from the House to incorporate the Fire 
Insurance Company of Alexandria, was read 
twice, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 


the appointment of a select committee on the sub- 
ject of the banks in the District of Columbia, 
came up for consideration; and aftersome remarks 
from Messrs. SOUTHARD and BENTON, it 
was, on motion of the first-named gentleman, laid 
on the table. 

SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT. 

The petition from sundry citizens of Ohio, 
praying Congress to abolish slavery in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, presented by Mr. Morris on 
Thursday last, came up for consideration; the 
question being the one raised by Mr. Catnovy, 
as to receiving the petition; when 

Mr. LEIGH moved to postpone the further 
consideration of the subject until to-morrow; 
which motion was agreed to. 

TERM OF OFFICE. 

The bill to repeal the first and second sections 
of the act to limit the term of office of certain 
officers therein named, was taken up as the special 
order of the day; and after some remarks from 
Messrs. CALHOUN and CUTHBERT, 

Mr. WRIGHT called for the yeas and nays 
on the passage of the bill; which were accord- 
ingly ordered, and the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading—yeas 24, nays 18; 
as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Calhoun, Clay, Clayton, 
Crittenden, Ewing, Goldsborough, Kent, King of Georgia, 
Leigh, McKean, Mangum, Moore, Naudain, Prentiss, Pres- 
ton, Robbins, Southard, Swift, Tomlinson, Tyler, Web- 
ster, and White—24. 
|| NAYS—Messrs. Brown, Buchanan, Cuthbert, Grundy, 
Hendricks, Hill, Hubbard, King of Alabama, Knight, Linn, 
Morris, Niles, Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, Tallmadge, 
Wall, and Wright—18. 


The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, January 11, 1836. 


‘| Mr. ADAMS said it would be recollected that 

on Thursday last, he made ‘an inquiry of the 
| chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
| with respect to our commercial relations with 


| 


|Mexico. At that time he stated that it was his 
| intention, unless official information was received, 
to submit a proposition to the House. He had 
| since been to the Department of State, and there 
ascertained, that in all probability there was no 
ground for the statement on which he intended 
to predicate his proposition. He had therefore 
|| no proposition to make at present. He, however, 
|| had seen two articles which exhibited our rela- 
|| tions in such a state as to make it necessary both 
for Congress and the Executive to keep a watch- 
| ful eye to that quarter. The one was that eleven 
| citizens of the United States had been taken by 
| the Mexican forces, and shot by order of a court- 
martial. The other was a remonstrance from 
the Secretary of Forei . 
this Government, in relation to the interference 
of American citizens in the affairs of Texas. He 
could not say whether the remonstrance was 4 
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et rn HY . . seas hs 
genuine paper, but if it was, he presumed a com- a State constitution; that they had agreed upona 
munication would be sent to the House on the | State constitution, and had referred that consti- 
subject ata proper time. __ | tution to the people of the Territory of Michigan P 
Mr. GIDEON LEE said it was well known to } for their adoption; and that the people had adopt- || ers out of doors had never before been heard of. 
every member of the House that the works on | ed it. That constitution had been sent to that || It was a new invention of the present day, which 
the fortifications had been stopped during the last || House, and referred to one of its committees to l! no one ever dream wt of before, except under the 
year for want of appropriations to carry them on. | act upon, and advise the House of their opinion || arbitrary kings of England, before the revolu- 
jt was also known that early appropriations were || upon it. Now all this was known to have occur- || tion of 1688; certainly never heard of in this coun- 
necessary for the support of our Army and Navy, || red. The Territory of Michigan had thus as- || try before the present session. It was true, that 
The Committee on Ways and Means have laid | sumed the form of a State, had proceeded to elect || the Constitution of the United States contained 
on the table bills appropriating moneys for those || Senators to Congress, and had chosen a member || no bill of rights when first adopted, but an amend- 
yurposes, which may be taken up at any time. | to represent what was designated as the State of || ment of it contained a similar a to the 
Hie would, therefore, suggest to the chairman of Michigan to that House. All this they knew, and || one he had read from the English bill of rights. 
that committee the propriety of taking up these |, still he should not say—for he ought not to say— It would be recollected that when that Constitu- 
bills as early as possible. _ that Michigan in all, or in any part of its course, || tion was subjected to the Virginia convention for 
Mr. CAMBRELENG said he rose at the same || had acted according to the Constitution or in con- || adoption, one of the objections on the part of Vir- 
moment his colleague did, to announce to the || formity with her rights. She had not, however, | ginia was, that it contained no bill of rights; and 
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any exception, this right of petition was most 
sacredly and carefully guarded in each and ali of 
these constitutions. The idea of driving petition- 





House, under instructions from the Committee 
on Ways and Means, that he should, with per- 
mission of the House, call up the bills making 
appropriations for the Army and Navy to-mor- 
row, at one o’clock. The committee would have 
called up these bills to-day, but some further 
communications were expected from the Depart- 
ments. 

As regarded the other bill about which his col- 
league had inquired, Mr. C. hoped the presenta- 
tion of petitions would not take up the whole 
day; and if it did not, the bill, in its present 
shape, would not, he was quite sure, encounter 
much opposition, and if there was time, he should 
call it up to-day, and he trusted it would be 

assed. 

Mr. LEE said he was perfectly satisfied. He 
only wished to call the attention of the House to 
matters of vastly more importance thanany other 
before it. 


MEMORIAL OF LEGISLATURE OF MICHIGAN. 


The memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Michigan, presented on a former day by Mr. 
BEARDSLEY, caine up in order. 

The question being the motion of Mr. Hanne- 
GAN to reject the petition, 

Mr. THOMSON, of Ohio, hoped that the gen- 
tleman from Indiana would withdraw his motion, 
and permit the petition to go to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. It could certainly do no harm to 
Indiana or Ohio to refer it. 

Mr. HANNEGAN said he thanked the gentle- 
man for his suggestion, but he could not adopt it. 
He could not consistently with his own feelings 
of duty withdraw the motion. The memorial 

urports to come from a power which neither 
fimself nor the House could recognize. Ifit came 
from the Territory of Michigan assuming no 
powers, he would willingly let it go to the com- 
mittee. In what situation would this House place | 
itself by accepting this memorial, coming, as it i 
urported, from the sovereign State of Michigan? || that right stand in England, a country from which 
t would be recognizing her right to send her || we derived some of our notions of Pai In 
communications here as a sovereign State. If we || England, as they all very well knew, the legisla- 
accept one communication, we must accept all she || tive power was we. to reside inherently in 
chooses to send us. There is something in this || the Crown; by the Crown all laws were enacted 
beyond the mere acceptance of the memorial. It a and with the consent and advice of the two 
was the ground-work to force Ohio before the ouses of Parliament. Petitions, therefore, upon 
judicial tribunals of the country. Congress gave || legislative subjects were addressed to the Crown, 
hio her boundary by admitting her into the || and not to the Parliament. They all knew that 
Union; and now would she suffer herself to be || before the revolution of 1688, itwas no uncommon 
made a laughing-stock of the country, by allow- || exercise of the kingly prerogative for the Crown 
ing Michigan to claim and hold a portion of her || to repel petitioners, and even to imprison them 
territory? He hoped and trusted that on this || for assuming the right to lay their grievances at 
question the House would act with him. the foot of the throne; but, in the bill of rights of 

Mr. BEARDSLEY said, when he presented || 1688, the subjects of Great Britain had taken care 
this memorial he did not suppose—he could not || to guard this right to petition, and to guard it 
have supposed—that it would have elicited the || much more effectually than it was guarded here, 
debate which had occurred on its presentation. || if that House were to drive out petitions as the 
The memorial purported to bea memorial from the || had been asked to do. As the British bill of 
Senate and House of Representatives, or Legisla- || rights was peculiarly applicable atthe presenttime, 
ture, of what was named init as the State of Mich- || since so much new light was coming in upon us, 
igan, Nowan inquiry had been made where was || he would beg leave to refer the House toa single 
the State of Michigan? He should not say that || clause of it. Mr. B. then read the clause setting 
Michigan was rightfully a State; much less should || forth that was the right of the subject to petition 
he say that Michigan was one of the States of the || the king, &c. Well, then, (said Mr. B.,) it was 

nion; nor should he undertake to say—for to || their right to petition, and the king was bound to 
do so would be prejudging the question—that || hear them and to receive petitions, whether he 

ichigan was in any sense a State. But they || chose to grant the prayer of them or not. This 
all knew from public report, and from documents || was the right of Englishmen, es 
presented to that House, what had been doing in Now, what were the rights of citizens of the 
the Territory of Michigan. They knew that the || United States? If honorable gentlemen would 
inhabitants of that Territory had convened in the || take the trouble to look into their own State con- 
form of aconvention for the purpose of organizing || stitutions, they would find, without, he believed, 


ad been seeking, and was then’ seeking, either 
by right or wrong, to become a member of this 
Contederscy. Thus seeking to become one of 
the States of this Union, it seemed to him that | 
liberality and fair dealing, and a spirit of har- 





to be the Legislature of that State. His object 
was to send this memorial to the same committee 
to which the matter had already been referred, 
and not to invite discussion. e had presented 
it at the request of the gentleman who had been 
chosen to represent Michigan on that floor. 

Mr. B. would not say one word whether Mich- 
igan was right or not. bat he might be permitted 
tosay this much: that those persons who had con- 
vened as the Legislature of Michigan, and sought 
to bring that State into the Union, were not acting 
in hostility, but in subordination, to the Union, 
and that their memorial should be treated in a 
respectful manner, even if the House should not 
agree with their views. The motion, then, was not 
to receive that paper. 

The CHAIR informed the gentleman that the 
motion was, that the petition be rejected. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY said: Well sir, the motions 
are identical. While he was up he wished to say 
a word or two upon the general proposition of 
rejecting petitions of this nature, as it pre- 
tended that there was anything offensive in this 
petition—anything reflecting upon the dignity and 
character of that House, or any member of it? It 
stood free from that difficulty, and the objection 
now taken to it was, that there was no such 
body known to that House as the Legislature of 
Michigan. Now, (said Mr. B.,) if tek memo- 
rialists had misnamed themselves, but had chosen 
to address that House in a respectful manner, it 
did seem to him an objection against receiving 
their petition that was hardly a good one. 

But on the general right of petition: How did 








y | 


pt to act in hostility to this Union, but || that convention recommended to the people of the 


several States the adoption of certain clauses 
| specifying what were the rights of citizens of the 
nited States; and one of those very clauses was 
| this amendment: ** That the people had the right 
|‘ peaceably to assemble together to consult for 


mony and good will, should have induced them || ‘ the common good and instruct their Represent- 
tv receive a communication from what cele | fatives; and that every freeman had the right to 


‘ petition to the Legislature fora redress of griev- 

‘ances.”’ Virginia recommended the incorpora- 

tion of this clause into the Constitution of the 

United States, and it was substantially the same 
with the English bill of rights. Petitions on all 
matters, whether grievances or not, if the people 
held them to be so, they had the right to present, 
and had the right to assemble together, and to 
instruct their Representatives. But in these lat- 
ter days—when the right of instruction, if not in 
theory disregarded, was in practice, treated with 
|| contempt—it might not be a matter of any sur- 
prise that gentlemen should be disposed to treat 
|| with as little ceremony the right of petition. 

Mr. B. said, clauses of this kind were in all the 
State constitutions, and essentially the same in 
the Constitution of the United States; the prin- 
ciple was in conformity with the notions of lib- 
| erty acted up to in England, and with what was 
the declared will of the people of Virginia. He 
| thought that the House should receive all peti- 

tions from the citizens of the country which were 
respectful in their terms, and not reflecting upon 
the body or some of its members. This was 
his unqualified opinion. It was not because the 
prayer of a petition might be deemed unconsti- 
tutional that the petition should be rejected or 
the petitioners treated with contempt. Many held 
| it unconstitutional for Congress to make appro- 
priations for objects of internal improvement; yet 
| others believed the General Government possessed 
the power; but who ever heard of rejecting a 
| petition which pointed to some local improve- 
ment? Who ever heard of rejecting such peti- 
|| tions from any quarter of the Hotes, and drivin 
|| them out of doors, because the petitioners aske 
|| for an appropriation for an object some gentlemen 
belied tobe unconstitutional? A large propor- 
tion of the members of that House believed a 
Bank of the United States to be unconstitutional, 
but had they not received, year afrer year, peti- 
tion after petition, for a Bank of the United 
States; seth had these gentlemen, who believed 
the object unconstitutional, ever dreamed of reject- 
ing those petitions? Another mischievous ques- 
tion had been brought there, and he had done in 
that case, as he had in this, what he conceived to 
be right. He repeated, that the House was, in 
his opinion, bound to receive every petition from 
citizens of the United States, when they were 
couched in ool othe and proper terms. 











|| With re to the memorial then under con- 
sideration, (Mr. B. said,) if they conceived that 
Michigan was an inchoate State, and that the 
citizens of that Territory had chosen to denom- 
inate themselves the Legislature of Michigan, 
surely there was nothing offensive in that. He 
did trust that unless the new doctrine to which 
he had referred should prevail, that the House 
‘would receive this paper, order its reference and 
printing, so that if anything contained in it could 
throw any light upon the subject, the committee 
and the House might have the benefit of it. 
Whether it contained any or not, he did not 
know—he had read but a small part of it; but as 
it was a paper emanating from citizens of Michi- 
gan, he could see no reason for refusing to refer it. 
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Mr. BOND eaid he meant no disrespect to any 


party concerned, but he was very sure, if his | 


colleague had read the memorial, he would not 
have asked the gentleman from Indiana to with- 
draw his motion. He believed the motion ought 
not to be withdrawn. The memorial did not 
purport to come from citizens of the Territory 
of Lichigen, but from the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the State of Michigan. We 
ought to take care how we establish precedents 
of this nature. If the memorial was from the 
citizens of the Territory of Michigan, he would 
admit their right to have it referred; but this 
memorial was not from the citizens of Michigan, 
it was from the Legislature of a State which had 
never been recognized by Congress. If there was 
such a State, it was unknown to the Constitution 
and jaws. Let us, then, be mindful that we make 
no precedent in this case. Michigan has a nee 
resentative on this floor; and any petitions the 
people may have to present through that Repre- 
sentative, he would be ready to receive and refer. 

Mr. KENNON said he did not rise to make a 
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| House of Representatives of the State of Michigan; 


ut when he thought more maturely on the sub- 


b 
ject and considered the right of petition secured 


y the Constitution to the people of this country, 


| and that a vote to reject the petition now pre- 
| sented to this House might be an infringement 
| of that sacred instrument, he had some misgiv- | 
'| ings and some doubts as to the propriety of giving | 
|| such a vote, and finally came to the conclusion | 
| that it would absolutely be wrong to give it; and | 


| 
| 
' 


| 


|, this was the main reason why he had requested 


the gentleman from Indiana to withdraw his mo- | 
tion to reject, that he (Mr. T.) and the House | 
might be relieved from the necessity of voting to 

reject a petition; for he never had, and, so Rie 
as he might be honored with a seat on that floor, | 


he never would vote to reject a petition, no matter || 


from whence it came or from whom it came, | 
whether it was from the humblest individual that | 
treads your soil, Mr. Speaker, or from the high- | 


| est in authority in the land; but having received | 
1] 


speech, he would barely ask to have the memo- || 


rial read. 


He said the memorialists did not come || 


here claiming rights asa State, but they came | 
raying to be admitted as a State into the Union. | 


t seemed to him that there was too much sensi- | 
1} an 
| did 


| who sent us here as their servants? 


tiveness on this subject. 

Mr. LANE said it was true, that no such State 
as Michigan did exist. It was also true that the 
citizens of Michigan have a right to petition Con- 


the petition and attended to its prayer, he would || at this time, and in its present shape, as eobulin’ 
afterwards consider the expediency, propriety, || 


and constitutionality of granting that prayer. 

Mr. T. said he had heard much said in this | 
House about its dignity, and our dignity as its 
members, and that petitions ought to be in re- | 
spectful language; but he would ask, if we have | 
dignity, where did we acquire it? from whom 
we derive it? Was it not from the people 
And shall 


| we now turn round to them and say, we are no 


gress, and that Congress ought to receive their || 


petitions. It was, however, his intention, if an 
opportunity offered, to submit a motion to obviate 
the difficulty; which motion was, that the petition 
be received and referred as from the people of the 
Territory of Michigan. 

Mr. PINCKNEY said he would have no objec- 
tion to the memorial, if it came constitutionally 
before us. What does it purport to be? 
morial from the Senate om House of Represent- 
atives of the State of Michigan. 
whether there was any such Legislature known 
to the House? Is there any such State admitted 
into the Union? Can we recognize her asa State? 
Certainly not. Either she is a Territory or a 
State. fea State, how comes it that she is repre- 
sented by a territorial Delegate in Congress? If 
she is a Territory, how comes this memorial 
from a State? Congress would be transcending 
its powers by receiving the memorial as coming 
from a State. If we receive this memorial, we 


need not attempt to treat her as a Territory. If. 
we receive it, it would be virtually sae. the 
question of disputed boundary. He said, in 


making these remarks, it must not be inferred 
that his mind was made up on the boundary ques- 
tion. His mind was open to conviction when 
that question came up; but he held Michigan to 
be a Territory, and not a State, and denied the 
right to treat her as a State until she had been 
constitutionally admitted as such. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, said that, from the 
remarks which had been made by the gentleman 
from Indiana, {[Mr. eer well as the 
remarks of his colleague, [Mr. Bonp,] who had 
— resumed his seat, he thought it necessary for 

im to make a short explanation to the House, 
as well as to his constituents, lest he might be 
misunderstood by either as to the motives which 
governed him in making the request of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana he had made. In order, 
therefore, that he should not be considered as 
——s any of the rights of Ohio, Indiana, or 

linois, to all the territory which they claim, he 
would preface the few remarks he intended to 
make on the motion to reject the petition, by 
stating both to the House and to the people of 
those States, that, as to their right to all the ter- 
ritory which they claim, he had not the shadow 
of a doubt, and those rights he would never yield, 


be regulated in their struggle by the Constitution | 


and law. 


and you must come to us with your 
| your arms when you approach our dignity? Sir, 


A me- | 


| 
| 


He would ask | 


} 
| 
| 
+] 
| 


longer your servants—we have become — lords, | 


ats under 


this is not my doctrine—that is not my creed. 
We have been taunted by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Apams] and others who ad- 


poor littl Michigan; then why, in this prelimi- 
er step of the presentation of a petition, attack 
er? 
No, sir, let herbe heard; yes, let her have a fair, 
a full hearing, not only through a petition from 


| her citizens, by a petition from her Legislative 


Council, and even by a petition from what she | 
regards as a Senate and House of Representa-— 
tives, that she and her advocates on this floor, or | 


|| elsewhete, may have no reason to complain; for 1 


| 
j 
j 


but would ever maintain while there was the || that a virtual recogn 


slightest hope of obtaining them, but hoped that || She is constitutionally and legally a State of th 


when they contended for their rights they would | 


Mr, T. said, that when the motion was first || 
made by the gentleman from Indiana to reject | 
the petition, he thought at the mement it was | 
right and proper, and that be should yote for it, | 
because it purported to be from the Senate and | 


have no fear as to the result of a thorough inves- | 
tigation of this matter, so far as Ohio is concerned; 
for I am perfectly satisfied, the more the subject | 
of boundary between Ohio and Michigan shall | 
be scrutinized and examined, the more apparent | 
will be the right of that State to the territory she | 
claims. 
Mr. KINNARD said that he would be happy | 
to have it in his power to pursue that course, 
with regard to the question before the House, 
which might be generous to the people of Mich- 
igan, and at the same time just to the State which 
e in part represented. From all the delibera- 
tion which he had given to the subject, he felt it 
his duty to sustain the motion of Se colleague, | 
and regretted that it was a case in which his | 
feelings of respect for the people of Michigan, 
and his sense of justice to his own State,were in 
collision. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. Bearps- 
LEY] has been careful to impress the House with | 
the opinion, that all the merits of the claims of | 
Michigan, and of the controversy which she seeks 
with her neighbors, are already known to the | 
creas Nal ges arent rene b aes: 
tion of this r? It cannot or the se | 
of aaliien ane light on the subject in ceataal 
for the gentleman says we know all about it. Be- 
lieving, as he did, that Michigan intends, by the | 
introduction of this paper, to gain a point in her | 
case, and, after its reception and the consequent | 
reference to the committee, that she will contend 
ition is given, not only that | 


i 


Union, but that she is a State with the limits and 
oundaries to which she is clearly not entitled— 
boundaries which Congress cannot sanction— 
we are thus required to acknowledge that Mich- 
n is a free, sovereign, and independent State. 

he completest evidence on record of such an | 

admission on our part would be, to receive her | 

legislative enactments as such State, and to ac- | 





| 


| 





| H 


| limits a large portion of Indiana. 
|| was prpere’ to say that the State of Indiana 
‘| wou 


| 


| the right of petition as an 


| 
j 


| 
| 


| 


|| from New 


| 





| 


credit them according to her wishes. If this were 
not the point intended —if it were not thus designed 
to prejudge favorably the question as to the 
admission of the State into the Union, with her 
present extraordinary demands—the most unex. 
ceptionable means of making herself heard would 
have been adopted; in all probability, the Terri. 
tory, not the State, as in other instances, would 
have petitioned through the proper medium, her 
Delegate on this floor. If this paper had been 
thus presented, he would consider the object of 
its introduction far Jess questionable and the 
effect less injurious. 

Mr. K. professed himself as much attached to 


'| the interests of Michigan, and to her legitimate 


demands when properly presented, as the gen- 
tleman from New York, but was surprised that 
the honorable gentleman had not manifested quite 
as much regard for the interests of Indiana as for 
those of the Territory. 

Mr. K. considered the introduction of the paper 
unfortunate and inexpedient. He hoped the 
ouse would reflect upon the deep anxiety and 
excitement which onal be produced in a portion 
of the West if the doctrine is to be openly and 
deliberately avowed in this House that Mic ligan 
is a State—a State entitled to embrace within her 
For one, he 


d, under all circumstances, adhere to her 
own constitution—to the soil within her just and 
constitutional limits. This duty and right on 
her part, and the want of constitutional power 


| on the part of Congress over any State to coerce 

| herfrom her position, were so clearly self-evident, 
| that he-would not enter into the discussion of 

! '| those points. 

| vocate the claims of the Territory, with our great | 

| numbers and power on this floor, compared with 


Mr. K. said, he felt as ardent an attachment to 
other member; he 
would not surrender in behalf of his own con- 
stituents its fair and constitutional exercise; and 


‘| he would not vote to deny the same sacred privi- 


lege to any portion of the American people. But 
in behalf of his constituents he claimed the au- 
thority to distinguish between the petitions of the 

ople of the Territory of Michigan, and the 
illegal, unconstitutional demands of the self-styled 
Senate and House of Representatives of Michi- 
gan, particularly, as in the present case, when 
those demands are not only in contempt of the 
authority of the Union, in derogation of the in- 
dependence and vested rights of Indiana, but alto- 
gether mischievous and inexpedient. 

Mr. K. said, the rule of comity or courtesy, 
which was principally relied on by the gentleman 
ork, [Mr. Bearpsey,] did not seem 


| to apply to the question. If that argument justi- 


fies the introduction of this paper—and conse- 
quently its reference to the committee and the 
action of the House upon it—there was no extent 
to which the House might not go. If, through 
comity, according to the argument of the honor- 
able gentleman, we must admit these illegal and 
unconstitutional demands from a_self-existent 
legislative power unknown to the House, claim- 
ing what Congress has never conceded, in the 
next place we shall be called upon to admit the 
member who is waiting at your door; that ac- 
complished, the admission of the State would 
follow. He denied the constitutional power of 
Congress to admit a State into the Union, propos- 
ing to dismember a State already formed; and he 
thought it very extraordinary that the House was 
disposed to entertain such a question. 

Mr. K. desired the House to observe, that the 
paper to which the question refers alleges a fact 
which has no existence. It parporss to come 
from a State embracing certain limits. Those 
limits embrace a portion of the people of Indiana; 
and the inference is intended to follow, that those 
people were represented in the General Assembly 
of Hichiass, and had an agency in sending this 
obnoxious apr which he took occasion to deny 

Mr. SPAN GLER, after a few remarks, said 
he should vote for the rejection of the memorial, 
for the single reason that it professed to emanate 
from a political body not known to that House. 

Mr. HOLSEY addressed the House in favor 
of receiving the petition and referring it to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, which had charge 
of the matter. 








Mr. McCARTY said, as the discussion of this 
memorial impeded the presentation of other peti- 
tions and memorials, and as many gentlemen 
charged with them were anxious to present them, 
he would move to postpone the subject till Tues- | 
day next, for that purpose. 

he motion was negatived—ayes 67, noes 72. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY begged leave to say a word 
or two in explanation. In reply to the question 

ut from one of the gentlemen from Indiana, 

Mr. Kiynarp,] how it ha yenet that this peti- 
tion had not been aeaeanee y the Delegate from 
Michigan, instead of bein presented by himself, 


! 


uestion was put, that the Delegate was not in | 
the city at the time, and hence it was handed to 
Mr. B. for presentation. 


tohim. Mr. B. wished to make a remark upon | 
an objection urged by the gentleman from South | 
Carolina, (Mr. Pinckney.) That gentleman said | 
that Michigan, which was only a'Territory, had, | 
in this paper, assumed to be a State. Hence 
he drew the inference that it would be unconsti- 
tutional to receive this petition, or give it any sort | 
of countenance, and hence he would vote it out of | 
doors. Now, sir, (said Mr. B.,) we have before | 
heard of instances of attempts to nullify in order to 
get out of the Union, but this seems to be an effort 
to nullify in order to getintothe Union! Michigan, 
as I understand the gentleman, is now attempting 
to violate the laws of the United States—in other 


This was the only rea- || 
son, as far as he knew, for the paper being handed | 


} 
' 








words, to nullify them—in order to become a 
member of the Union! Mr. B. said that he did 
not so understand the memorial, for it urged that 
Congress should acquiesce and receive Michigan 
as a sister,State; but the argument of the gentle- 
man himself was, that this movement by Michi- 

an was in derogation of the laws of the Union. 

his, upon the argument of the gentleman, was 


the first instance of an effort by a Territory to | 


break into the Union, although they all knew that 
efforts had been heretofore made to break out of it! 
Mr. B. made some further remarks, to show 
that the case of Tennessee was analogous to the 
present one, except in reference to the boundary 
uestion, and said the mere receiving and referring 
the memorial under consideration in no way com- 
mitted the House or any member who so voted. 
Mr. HARDIN followed on the other side, and, 
as one of the Committee on the Judiciary, dissent- 


ed from the view he understood to have been taken | 


of the controversy by Mr. Bearpstey. Mr. H. 
expressed his opposition to the ratification of the 
Michigan constitution. 

Mr. STORER also spoke in opposition to the 
memorial, and complained that the gentleman 
from New York had formed his opinion. Mr. 
S. also went into the history of the admissions of 


Tennessee, Indiana, Alabama, Ohio, and Illinois, | 


to show that these cases were not analogous to 
the present. 

r. BEARDSLEY explained, and said that the 
gentleman [Mr. Seconnl must have misunder- 
stood him. He had expressly stated that upon the 
boundary questions, and everything connected 
with those questions, he gave no opinion—indeed 
he had come to no result apon those questions, 
He hoped and expected that the gentleman would, 


in this respect, neither misapprehend or PaPr 
d 


resent him, and he confidently believed he shou 
not in this respect be mistaken. 

The honorable gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
Harpy} had thought proper to rebuke him for 
having expressed the opinion he had done; yet 
that honorable member had gone much further, 


and announced his own opinion upon the bound- | 


ary question in all its aspects and bearings. This 
he had not done; he had only said that, inde- 

ndent of the boundary questions, the case of 

ennessee was a precedent for the present appli- 

cation of Michigan. He, however, made no 
complaint that his colleague on the committee had 
made up a full opinion upon all matters; that was 
a matter for him alone to decide. 

Mr. DAVIS was in favor of the rejection of the 
petition, principally on the ground that it pur- 
ported to emanate from a State which did not 
exist; that one of its objects was to.take from the 
State of Indiana a portion of its territory, without 
the consent not only of that State, but without the 
authority or consent of the citizens of Indiana 


% 








was claimed by Michigan. He was not disposed 
in this way to compromit the rights and interests || 
of the citizens of his State, while he would be the || 
last to entail or abridge the legitimate right of || 
tition. When the people of the Territory of || 
ichigan should, in a proper manner, apply for || 
admission into the Union, he should not object, | 
but would hail her asa sister of the Confederacy. | 
Upon the proposition before the House, however, | 
he felt bound by every consideration of duty and 


| justice to enter his protest, and he had voted | 
|| against the motion for its postponement, because | 
the reason was, as Mr, B. had been told since the || 


he was prepared at once to meet the question, and | 
vote for the rejection of the petition. 
Mr. HAWES disliked upon any occasion to | 
move the previous question. He, however, felt 
constrained in self-defense to make the motion. 
Mr. LANE hoped the gentleman would with- 
draw the motion for a moment. 


Mr. HAWES said he would do so most will- 


| 


| state of preparation on the subject. 


The previous question was seconded—76 to 59. 

The House then determined that the main ques- 
tion should be now put. 

Mr. HANNEGAN asked for the yeas and 
nays on the main question; which were ordered, 
and were as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, Bond, 
Boon, Bunch, Bynum, John Calhoon, Carr, Carter, Casey, 
John Chambers, Chaney, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Crane, 
Davis, Evans, Rice Garland, Graves, Griffin, Hamer, Ham- 
mond, Hannegan, Hardin, Harlan, Harper, Howell, Hunts- 
man, Cave Johnson, Henry Johnson, Kilgore, Kinnard, 
Lane, Lay, Luke Lea, Lucas, Sampson Mason, Maury, 
May, McCarty, McLene, Mercer, Milligan, Moore, Patter- 
son, Pettigrew, Pinckney, Rencher, Reynolds, - Shields, | 
Sloane, Spangler, Standefer, Storer, Waddy Thompson, 
Turner, Vinton, Washington, Webster, White, Whittlesey, 
Sherrod Williams, and Wise—61. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Ash, Barton, Beale, Bean, 
Beardsley, Beaumont, Bockee,Borden,Bovee, Boyd, Briggs, 
Brown, Buchanan, William B.;Calhoun, Cambreleng, Chap- 
man, Chapin, John F. H. Claiborne, Clark, Cleveland, 








Coffee, Coles, Connor, Craig, Cramer, Cushing, Cushman, || 


Darlington, Denny, Doubleday, Droigoole, Effner, Everett, | 


Fairfield, Farlin, French, Fry, Philo C. Fuller, William K. 
Fuller, Galbraith, James Garland, Glascock, Graham, Gran- 


ee Ponamne, Grennell, Haley, Joseph Hall, Hiland ral 


fard,Samuel 8. oe G. Harrison, Hawes,Haw- 


| 
| 
ingly, but that at least fifty speeches were in a 
| 
| 





kins, Haynes, Hazeltine, Henderson, Heister, Hoar, Holsey, 
Hopkins, Howard, Hunt, Huntington, Ingram, William 
Jackson, Jabez Jackson, Janes, Joseph Johnson, John W. 
Jones, Benjamin Jones, Judson, Kennon, Klingensmith, 
Lansing, Laporte, Lawler, Lawrence, Gideon Lee, Leon- 
ard, Lincoln, Logan, Loyall, Lyon, Abijah Mann, Job 
Mann, John Y. Mason, William Mason, Moses Mason, 
McKay, McKennan, McKeon, McKim, Miller, Mont- 
gomery, Morgan, Morris, Muhlenberg, Owens, Page, Par- 
ker, Parks, Dutee J. Pearce, James A. Pearce, Franklin 
Pierce, Phelps, Phillips, Potts, Reed, Joseph Reynolds, 
Ripley, Roane, Rogers, Russell, Seymour, Augustine H. 
Shepperd, Shinn, Smith, Sprague, Steele, Sutherland, 
Taliaterro, Taylor, John Thomson, Toucey, Towns 

rill, Underwood, Vanderpoel, Wagener, Wardwell, Weeks, 
and Lewis Williams—138. 


So the motion to reject the petition was determ- 
ined in the negative. 

Mr. LANE moved to amend the motion to re- 
fer the petition to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
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| residing in that portion of her territory which | 
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eee gee a20— 


May, McCarty, MeKennon, McLane, Mercer, Milligan, 
Morris, Parker, Patterson, Patton, James A. Pearce, Petti 
grew, Peyton, Pinckney, Reed, Rencher, John Reynolds, 
Seymour, William B. She » Augustine i. mengeent, 
Shields, Slade, Sloane, Spangler, Standefer, Storer, Talia- 
ferro, John Thomson, Underwood, Vinton, Washington, 
Webster, White, Whittlesey, Lewis Williams, Sherrod 
Williams, and Wise—9s. 

NAYS—Messts. Adams, Ash, Beale, Beardsley, Beau 
mont, Bockee, Borden, Boyd, Briggs, Brown, Chapman, 
Chapin, John F. H. Claiborne, Clark, Cleveland, Conner, 
Craig, Cushing, Cushman, Darlington, Doubleday, Drom. 
goole, Fairfield, French, Fry, William K. Fuller, James 
Garland, Glascock, Graham, Grantland, Haley, Joseph 
Hall, Aaron G. Harrison, Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, Hen- 
derson, Holsey, Howard, Hubley, Hunt, Huntington, Hunts- 
man, Ingham, Joseph Jackson, John W. Jones, Judson, 
Klingensmith, Lansing, Laporte, Lawler, Joshua Lee, 
Leonard, Loyall, Lyon, Job Mann, Manning, Martin, John 
Y. Mason, Moses Mason, McKay, McKeon, McKim, Mil- 
ler, Montgomery, Morgan, Muhlenberg, Owens, Parks, 
Dutee J. Pearce, Franklin Pierce, Phelps, Phillips, Potts, 
Joseph Reynolds, Roane, Rogers, Russel » Smith, Speight, 
Sprague, Steele, Taylor, Towns, Turner, Turrill, Vander- 
poel, Wagener, and Wardwell—89. 


So the amendment was agreed to; and the me- 
morial was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

INCREASE OF THE NAVY. 

Mr. JARVIS, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, asked the consent of the House to pre- 
sent a resolution. 

Objection being made, Mr. JARVIS moved to 
suspend the rule; which was agreed to. 

Mr. JARVIS then submitted the following res- 
olution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of increasing the 
naval force in commission. 

Mr. WISE was opposed to the call. He felt 
it to be his duty to state, that the Committee on 
Naval Affairs had already determined that they 
would not, withouta call from the executive depart- 


| ment, recommend an increase of this branch of 


| the service. 


| 


The committee had authorized their 
chairman [Mr. Jarvis] to call for information 


| from the Department on this head, with a view to 


| 
| 


\ 


} 


| 
Tur- | 


by adding that ‘‘it be considered as a memorial | 


from the citizens of the Territory of Michigan.”’ 
He was desirous that the petition should go to 
the committee in its true garb, and not in one 
which it had no right to assume. 

Mr. HANNEGAN moved to amend the 
amendment, by adding the following: 

This House in receiving the memorial purporting to be 
from the Senate and House of Representatives of the State 
of Michigan, regard the same in no other light than as the 
voluntary act of private individuals, who have, without 
authority, assumed a corporate capacity and name.”? 

Mr. SLADE proposed to strike ont the words 
of the amendment printed in italies. . 

Mr. HANNEGAN accepted the amendment 
as a modification of his motion. 


| 


ascertain whether an increased appropriation was 
required. He had no idea that a cemmittee of 
this House should be over-active or zealous in 
this matter, where no cal] had been made by the 
Executive for an increase of the naval service. If 
there was any responsibility involved in the sub- 
ject, he wanted the Executive to assume it. If it 
should turn out that there was no necessity for 
this increase, he was unwilling that it should 
hereafter be said that the executive department 
did not ask for it. He believed that some of the 
executive departments were very anxious that 
Congress should assume this responsibility. For 
one, he could not agree to do so. 

Mr. JARVIS said, there was no doubt as to the 
sense of the Naval Committee on this subject, 
there being seven out of nine on the committce 
in favor of the resolution. The gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Wise] was unwilling to take the 
responsibility of acting on this subject. That 
gentleman was disposed to place the committee 
and the House in the attitude of the mere crea- 
tures—the mere organs of the Executive, to carry 
into effect his will. He conceived that the rep- 
resentatives of the people had the right to act on 

| this important subject, without waiting for the 


views of the Executive or any other Department 


ot the Government. If the Executive acted with 
too much haste it was their duty te check him; 
if he was too slow, it was their duty to spur him 
up. 
| Mr. WISE desired to know whether the honor- 
able chairman of the Committee on Navai Affairs 
[Mr. Jarvis] had executed the trust confided to 
| him by the committee ? 
{Mr. Jarvis here rose to respond to thei 


uiry; 
but other gentlemen claiming the floor, Mr. o 


The question was then taken on the amend- || refused to yield it, unless for the purpose indi- 


mentof Mr. Hannecan, and decided in the affirm- 
ative, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Chilton Allan, Heman Allien, Bean, 
Bell, Bond, Buchanan, Bunch, John Cathoon, William B. 
Calhoun, Casey, George Chambers, John Chambers, Cha- 
ney, Childs, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Coles, Corwin, Crane, 
Davis, Denny, ed Farlin, Forester, Philo C. Fuller, 
Galbraith, Rice , Gillet, Granger, Grayson, Gren- 
nell, Griffin, Hiland Hall, Hamer, Ii Hannegan, 
Hardin, Harper, Samuel 8. Harrison, Hazeltine, Heister, 
Hopkins, Howell, Ingersoll, William Jackson, Janes, Jar- 
vis, Joseph Johnson, Henry Johnson, Benjamin Joncs, 
Kennon, Kilgore, Kinnard, Lane, Lawrence, Luke Lea, 
Lincoln, Lucas, Abijah Mann, Sampson Mason, Maury, 


| cated.] 
Mr. W. continued: He would state te the 
| House, that if the chairman of the committee had 
| made the call upon the Department which he 
| was requested to do, it had not been answered; 
and for one, he was not di to act until it 
was answered. However gentlemen might sup- 
pose he seemed to think that the House was the 
| mere organ of the Executive will, all who knew 
him would agree that he was, in fact, utterly op- 
sed to any such doctrine. He had no idea of 
' being made the tool of the Executive. At one 
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or will be proper, we are called on by message to 
cause them to be made; and at another time, when 
the Executive wants the appropriations, but is 
asraid to call for them, we are made a tool to call | 
upon ourselves. There are different modes of | 
making calls for the public money—direct and 


all the information the Executive could give, and 
should then be fully discussed and deliberately 
decided. For his part, he could see nothing that 
had happened to change materially the relations 
of this country with France since the opening of 
_ the session. e French Government had re- 
indirect, open and covert. |, fused to pay the indemnity to Mr. Barton. It 
If it were proper that this House should act | was not the first refusal. No man in this House 
upon this subject, the Executive should make | or in this country could have expected its pay- 
that fact known—the nation, as well as this || ment on his demand, under the circumstances. 
House, should know it. Gentlemen say, if the | The President himself could not have looked for 
Executive is tardy, we should spurhim on. All || it, when he instructed him to make the demand. 
who were acquainted with General Jackson, well || Gentlemen spoke of the tardy movements of the 
know that he never needed a spur. Some of the || Government, and that it required spurring. He 
heads of Departments, however, did—they wanted || hoped the House would not suffer itself to be 
the rowels struck deep. He was disposed to wait || booted and spurred for the purpose of kicking 
further movements. If there was, indeed, dan- || this country into a war. There has been irrita- 
ger, let the House be informed of it from the || tion enough already. This resolution was calcu- 
proper quarter. 5 || lated to have that effect. There have been mes- 
At the commencement of the session, the Sec- || sages and correspondence, diplomatic and undi- 
retary of the Navy had recommended that two || plomatic, sufficient for that purpose; and he hoped 
additional frigates and three sloops of war should || this House would be disposed to allay rather 
be built or fitted out. This was a most ridiculous |} than increase the excitement. He saw no cause 
recommendation if we were to have a war with || for war. He believed a war would be entirely 
France. If danger was apprehended, let a call || unnecessary; and were it not for the serious con- 
be made, not in a whisper, not in secret conver- || sequences it involved, he should say it would be 
sations out of doors; but let the fact be made || utterly ridiculous in both parties. He looked 
known ina bold, direct manner, in the form of | upon the resolution as the commencement of a 
an executive message. Let those assume the || series of war measures. He should not, there- 
er egy whose duty it was to do so. fore, vote for it, nor would he at this time sup- 
Mr. GLASCOCK thought there could be no |) port any measures looking towards a war. 
doubt as to the propriety of adopting the resolu- Mr. HAWES said he was mortified, deeply 
tion, as it was one of inquiry merely. Thatthere |, mortified, at the remarks of the gentlemen from 
should be some immediate action on this subject || Virginia and South Carolina, [Mr. Wise and Mr. 
all would agree. The adoption of the resolution |, Hammonp.] Sir, (said he,) it is my individual 
would not shield the Executive or the Navy De- || opinion, and one which I believe is founded in 
partment from any responsibility; nor did it || fact, that it was owing to speeches of a similar 
authorize a supposition that there was any dis- |} character with these, that the Government of 
Faery in that quarter to shrink from responsi- || France had not already discharged a debt which’ 
ility. This House should act for itself, not as || was due citizens of the United States, upon every 
the creature of another Department of the Gov- || principle of justice, and which she had bound 
ernment. They should be willing to share the || frerself to discharge by a solemn treaty. It was 


responsibility resulting from this inquiry. It such speeches as these which had mainly con- 
was a mere inquiry into the expediency of a 


|| tributed to rob us of our just rights, and had en- 

measure; and in furtherance of that inquiry, the || dangered the peace of this country with her ancient 
committee would doubtless call on the Navy || ally and friend. Could American citizens, could 
Department for its views, and it would then be |) members of an American Congress, utter senti- 
seen that there was no disposition on the part || ments which would be hailed in France as evi- 
of the Executive to avoid responsibility. This || dences that we were unwilling to protect our coun- 
should be done at once; and if the resolution || try from the invasion of a hostile force? What 
was adopted, it was probable that they might || possible objection, he would ask, could be properly 
expect a report in the morning. If they looked |; made to a resolution ‘of mere inquiry into the 
to the preparations of a foreign Power, there was || expediency of increasing the naval force in com- 
ood reason to expect a serious difficulty was || mission, when it was evident to all, that there was 
mpending. The time had arrived when this || at least some ground to believe that there might 
House should show to the country a willingness || be a rupture between the two nations? Sir, while 
to act, and act promptly. Were they to consult || France is actually making Peepernlnns for the 
the President in regard to their duty on this sub- || worst that may happen—and if newspaper intelli- 
ject? Was this House afraid to act upon its own || gence'was to be relied on, their fleets were actually 
responsibility? For one he was prepared to act || on their way to this country—shall we stand idly 
—he was prepared to anticipate the course of the || by and see our coast unprotected, and liable to be 
Executive in this emergency, and to do what he || invaded by a foreign enemy? The course of the 
conceived to be his duty, leaving the Executive || gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Wise} was pecu- 
and the other Departments to do theirs; and he |! liarly strange and unaccountable. any of his 
had no fears but they would act promptly and || constituents, he believed, resided on the sea-board, 
avoid no responsibility, and he wished this House || and were consequently exposed to invasions and 
to do the same. Weare presumed (said Mr.G.) || assaults from foreign naval powers; and when a 
to know our duties, and, knowing them, should || proposition is now made to inquire into the expe- 
not shrink from their performance. _diency of preparing to repel invasion, and protect 

Mr. HAMMOND said, this was an extraordi- || the lives and property of those whose Represent- 
nary resolution, and the gentleman from Georgia || ative he is, that cantina rises in his place here 
and opposes it. It wasa matter between the gen- 
tleman and his constituents, but he hoped the 
| House would be unanimous in their adoption of 
| the resolution. 

Mr. McKEON asked the indulgence of the 
House for a few moments, It was well-known 
that he was not in the habit of intruding himself, 
| and, but for the circumstances in which he found 
himself placed, he should have remained a silent 
observer of the discussion. The gentleman from 
Kentucky (Mr. Hawes) informed us that he was 
mortified to hear the language of the gentlemen 
from Virginia and from South Carolina, [Messrs. 
Wise and Hammonp,] who addressed the House 
in Opposition to the resolution upon the table. 
He was not only mortified, but also astonished at 
their arguments at such a period—at such a crisis 
as that in which we find the country now placed. 
Representing, as he did in part, a portion of the 
Union deeply interested in the question which 


{] 
1] 
} 








{Mr. Giascock] had supported it with most ex- 
traordinary arguments. He had srid, that on 
the evidence around us he was for the immediate | 
action of this House upon this subject I under- 
stand him to be for putting the country in a state 
of hostile preparation. To what evidence does 
the gentleman allude ? Were they the paragraphs 
of foreign newspapers, with which the countr 

has been lately inundated? Did gentlemen call 
upon this House to legislate upon this kind of 
information? If, sir, we are to have war, let 
the proposition come to us from the ene 
ter, and let us not be smuggled into one by reso- 
lutions such as this, predicated on the idle ru- 
mors of the newspapers. Had a resolution been 
offered, calling for information from the Execu- 
tive, (Mr. H. said,) he would have voted for it 
cheerfully; but without that information he could 
not consent to act. The question of war was a 
great question. It involved vast interests. It |! 





should not be entertained in any shape, without 
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time, when appropriations are strictly necessary, 





a 


| the 


January 11, 
now engrosses the public mind, he (Mr. McK.) 
could not but endeavor to give an impulse to ay 
investigation which had for its object the defense 
of our sea-coast, and the protection of our com- 
merce. Well might he ie astonished to hear 
opposition to a measure of this nature with re- 
gard to the increase of our naval force, when the 
rumor is abroad that we have a squadron ap- 
proaching our very borders! when the noise ig 
actually ringing in our ears of the armaments in 
hostile array! While everything portends diffi- 
culty, and points out the propriety and necessity 
of preparation, we must pause and discuss the 
expediency ofinquiry into the propriety of moving 
forward in a work which relates to the public 
defense. We must debate the question by whom 
the first step ought to be taken—on whom the 
responsibility ought to rest. For one, he was 
wilting to assume the responsibility. 

Why, sir, (said Mr. McK.,) I was sent here 
to take responsibility like that now under con- 
sideration. Every member of this House was 
bound to take similar responsibility. We are 
bound to our constituents, to the country, by 
every tie which can unite us to the honor and 
safety of the country, not to hesitate. The 
present situation of our foreign affairs required 
atriotism and action of every member of 
the Government. While around all was activity, 
we ought not to be passive. It was well known 
that the Executive, as the head of the Govern- 
ment, had been alive to the importance of this 
question. Tothe Executive, the country, through- 
out the long and difficult eae to which 
gentlemen had alluded, looked with anxiety; 
and thus far the movements of his patriotic ad- 
ministration had received the grateful\ applause 
of the country. The Chief Magistrate had 
thrown into the whole question the powers of 
his mighty intellect, had called into action his 
wonderful foresight, and with sleepless vigilance 
had endeavored to obtain the rights of our citi- 
zens, and to maintain the dignity of the countr 
With an Executive identified, as he is, with the 
history of the most brilliant periods of the coun- 
try, he had no fears but that in his hands the 
interest and character of our country would be 
entirely secure. While other branches of the 
Government were zealously engaged, must we 
hesitate to execute our portion of the task im- 
posed upon us by the peculiar state of things? 

It did not become us (said Mr. McK.) to hesi- 
tate about directing an inquiry into the expediency 
of putting the one into a state of preparation 
againstaggression. It cannot result in producing 
trouble—it cannot throw us into difficulty. The 
resolution should have been adopted without a 

uestion; but, sir, it appears obstacles must be 
thrown in the way—impediments interposed be- 
fore us to operate upon our minds and deter us 
from an attempt to overcome them. The gentle- 
man from South Carolina [Mr, Hammonp] threw 
out the suggestion that a war into which this 
country was about to be plunged would be a 
ridiculous war, and fatal to the liberties of the 
country. Who talks of war? Who hassounded 
the tocsin which is to give the alarm throughout 
the country, to disturb the quiet of the land, and 
conjure up into timid minds the dire apparitions 
of desolation and destruction, the concomitants 
of a belligerent state? No one but the gentleman 
himself. If war must come, it was a question to 
be settled hereafter. That was not the question 
then under consideration, but merely whether it 
was expedient to inquire if the country should be 
as in a state of preparation. The inquiry may 

e necessary in other points totally separated 
from our present difficulties. The gentleman from 
South Carolina tells us we are to be driven into— 
—_ into a war with France, which he, if it 
should happen, would term a ridiculous war 
Sir, I deprecate as much as he does a state of 
hostility. I regret that he has used the term 
* ridiculous.’? Much as I regret war, | prefer it to 
dishonorable peace. Ridiculous he may consider 
the war, if it must come; but there may be @ 

ace which cannot be otherwise than degrading. 

ith robberies committed years ago upon our 
unoffending citizens, and presenting in the acts a 
gross violation of the code of civilized nations— 
with years of patient negotiation—with a treaty 
solemnly ratified—added to all these injuries the 


1836. 











insult of demanding from the American people | The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Wise] had | averted. Had this appropriation been adopted, 


explanations (and those with a fleet before our || observed very significantly, a day or two ago, in | 


harbor—with the rod hanging over our heads) 
which are incompatible with their self-respect 
and character as an independent people—if under 
such circumstances compelled to assume a hostile 
attitude, I cannot consider that attitude ridicu- 
8. 

_ * McK. regretted that this discussion had | 
taken place. To our divided councils many of 

our difficulties may be attributed. They give 

confidence to those who deny us justice. It is | 
time these divisions should be healed. He had 
hoped that, on an occasion like the present, but one | 
feeling pervaded their body, as was certain but | 
one feeling animated the entire people of the coun- 
try. To refuse the inquiry would look like an 
indisposition on the part of the House to sustain 
the country. He could not believe that one would 
object to a course which was demanded by the 
exigency of the times, or that we should present, 
when the slightest speck was visible in the hori- 
zon portending the approaching storm, a divided 


this debate, let us, whether it continues to retain | 


its present aspect or assume any other character, || that he would communicate it to Congress. Now 


rally around the altar of country, and be true to | 
our motto—let us be in fact e pluribus unum. Let 
us be true to ourselves, and to our own character; 
and present to the civilized world but one front. | 
Coming, as he before remarked, from a section of 
country, the lives and property of the citizens of 
which were most exposed, he (Mr. McK.) felt 
compelled to address those remarks to the House 
on this occasion, and ask the adoption of the 
resolution. 

Mr. REED observed, that the chairman of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs had stated that seven | 
out of nine of the committee had instructed him | 
to present the resolution. ; | 

ing one of the committee, (said Mr. R.,) I 





beg to state to the House the part I have taken. || 
The chairman, a few hours ago, handed me, in || 


my seat, the resolution now under consideration, | 
and asked me, as one of that committee, if | would | 
consent that he should offer it tothe House? Af- | 
ter I had read it, I replied that 1 did not know | 
that I had any objection. 


excited debate, I called upon the chairman, and 
expressed my fear to him, and retracted my ap- | 

roval of the resolution. I feared that it might | 
ua to a debate which might be injurious to the | 
country. I do not consider the resolution itself 
as one of great moment. I admit the subject is | 
important; but it is only a resolution of inquiry. | 
It does not instruct the committee to act. In my | 
opinion the whole subject is now before the com- | 
mittee. They have powers at any time, without 
adopting the resolution before us, to report a bill | 
to increase the Navy, and, of course, the appro- | 
priations for that object. The subject of im- 
proving and increasing our Navy is one of vast 
importance, and deserves the deliberate consider- 
ation of the committee and of this House. Our 
commerce needs protection everywhere. Itmay 
need protection more especially now against Mex- 
ico, and vessels may be needed for that purpose. 
I regret that, upon a subject of mere inquiry, gen- 
tlemen should indtilge themselves in debating | 
upon the danger and probability of a war with 

rance. I regret that the debate should assume 
a tone and manner calculated to produce mischief. 
It is calculated, unnecessarily and unjustly, to 
alarm the country. It seems to me we are pre- 
cipitate. The debate is assuming a most unfor- 
tunate character. 


} 


relation to another question, that he would see | 


| who would move the previous question to cut off | 


his amendment. He (Mr. M.) wished to see, | 
now, who would vote, under existing circum- | 
stances, against a resolution directing inguiry | 


| into the expediency of putting the country in a | 


state of defense. 
Mr. EVERETT said he was decidedly in favor | 


| of this resolution, for he could not but look around | 


| 


| 


| 





| 
| 


i 


| not wait the tardy movements of the Executive; | 
PMc and say, with the gentleman from Georgia, | 
| the course of the Executive, Mr. E. could not but | 
| he did, from other quarters, it left no doubt in his | 
| inquiry to itself. At the commencement of the 


: | message, in which he said that, if any alteration in 
people. Onthis question which had given rise to || 


| his possession; when it was rumored that Execu- 


| thought it was, in the language of the gentleman | 
| from Georgia, time for the House now to begin 


| were to have no communication from the Execu- 


| 





him and see what was passing. He, for one, could 
but when he saw gentlemen there rising in their 

Mr. Grascock,] they were prepared to anticipate 
feel some alarm; and when he saw the indications 


mind that it was time for the House to take the 


present session, the President had sent them a 





the state of our relations with France took place, 
at the same time stating what he had already done, 


| 
every member of the House knew that communi- | 
cations had been at least five days in possession | 


|| of the Executive,and yet the House had received | 


no message from him. It was an extraordinary | 
crisis. When they saw that the Executive was 
bound by every pledge, as well as by his public 
duty, to make a communication to that House; 
when it was known that communications were in 


tive councils had been held on the subject, and 
yet nothing had officially been sent to them, he 


to anticipate the course of the Executive. 
Mr. E. said he felt no alarm at the passage of | 
the resolution, though he would then state what | 


he believed would be its ulterior object. He | 


would conclude by expressing his belief that they 


tive on this subject for some time, and therefore 








it became the duty of that House to institute in- 


On further reflection, | Tr He should vote for the adoption of the 
apprehending that the resolution might lead to an || reso 


ution. 

Mr. LANE rose (he said) with no intention of 
discussing this subject, but merely to state, for 
the information of the House, what his under- 
standing was in relation to the course of the Ex- 
ecutive on this occasion. He believed it was 
only on Saturday or Sunday that Mr. Barton 
arrivedin Washington. [Several Voices. ‘* That 
is not correct; he has not yet arrived.’’} Well, 
(said Mr. L.,) there was wal} areport,and he made 
no inquiries as to its foundation. He would ob- 
serve that he was weil assured that the President 
would communicate all the information in his 
possession at as early a period as possible. Of 
this Mr. L. had no doubt, and he could see no 
cause thus to arraign the Executive for want of 
vigilance, industry, or patriotism. 

Mr. L. well recollected what had taken place 
on a former occasion. He recollected that com- 
plaints long and loud were made, that the pro- 
posed measure of preparing the country for de- 
fense at the last Congress was intrusting the 
President with too much power. Mr. L. would 
now say, that he rested under the firm conviction, 
and he would proclaim it here and elsewhere, that 
if the last Congress had sustained the President 
of the United States, by making appropriations 
to put the country in a reasonable state of defense, 
the provisions of the treaty with France would 


We are debating upon the all-important subject || all have been complied with, and the money paid, 


of peace and war with France. I hope we shall | 
have more light and knowledge upon this subject 
before we seriously en L 
the debate is ill-judged and unadvised, and calcu- 
lated to produce the evil which | am quite sure a 
great majority of this House and nation depre- 
cate and hope to avoid. I do not 
engage in such a debate. It is altogether prema- 

I beg the House to be calm and deliberate, 
and t» avoid excitement, which may be injurious, 
but cannot be useful to the country. 





and this dark and lowering cloud now hanging 
around us would never have been seen. It was the 


e in such debate. I fear || maxim of the Father of his Country, ‘‘ In peace 


prepare for war.”” What was the situation of 


this country compared with France? She had 
been actively preparing and fitting out her fleets 


ropose to || and armaments, which were hourly expected 


upon our coasts. What was the situation of the 
American people? Scarce a ship in a condition 
to defend them! Nota solitary regiment, per- 
haps, full! The very omitting to make that ap- 


Mr, MILLER said he did not rise to discuss a || propriation might involve this country in war, 


uestion of peace or war, but simply to ask that 
the question might be taken by yeas and nays. | 


cost hundreds of millions of money, and tens of 
thousands of lives, all of which might have been 


| Benjamin Jones, Judson, Kennon, 
| Klingensmith, we Lansing, Laporte, Lawler, Law- 


Chambers, Corwin, Crane, Grennell, Hammond, Hardin, 
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we should have had no war, nor apprehension of 
war, with a powerful and ancient ally. Mr. L. 
said he was im favor of the resolution, though, if 
he had been consulted, he would have preferred 
waiting for a communication from the President, 
who, he had no doubt, would, at as early a period 
as possible, communicate all the information of 
which he was possessed; and then the House 
may be called upon to act ina very different man- 
ner and form. 

Mr. GRENNELL made a few remarks in op- 
position to the resolution. 

Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, expressed his 
surprise that a difficulty should be made of adopt- 
ing this resolution from one of the standing com- 
mittees of the House, until they heard from the 
Executive, or from one of the Executive aoe 
ments of the Government, in relation to its subject 
matter. He was not disposed to wait in regard 
to that question, or in regard to any other ques- 
tion in relation to which it might be competent 
for the House to act, until they heard from either 
one or the other of the Departments. It was not 
his intention to enter into any argument on the 
»ropriety of adopting this resolution. If it had 

een ordered in ordinary tim@s there would not 
have been perhaps a single voice raised against it. 
The subject was simply one of inquiry, which 
might be offered for consideration at any time, 
involving in itself a mere question of expediency, 
whether the object was proper or not proper; and 
for the purpose of cutting the matter short, and 
to test the sense of the House in regard to it, he 
demanded the previous question. 

Mr. HOWELL moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. GLASCOCK said, as that would be a vir- 
tual abandonment of the question, he asked for 
the yeas and nays; but at the request of several 
members he wohdaer the call. 

The motion to adjourn was decided, by tellers, 
in the negative—ayes 80, noes 96, 

The previous question was then seconded by 
the House—ayes 104, noes not counted; and the 


| main question was then ordered to be put. 


The question on the adoption of the resolution 
was then decided in the affirmative—yeas 164, 
noes 18; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Adams, Ash, Bean, Beardsley, Beau- 
mont, Bell, Bockee, Bond, Boon, Borden, Bouldin, Bovee, 
Boyd, Briggs, Brown, Buchanan, Burch, Buras, Bynum, 
John Calhoon, William B, Calhoun, Cambreleng, Camp- 
bell, Carr, Carter, Casey, George Chambers, Chaney, Chap 


| man, Chapin, Childs, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, John PF. H. 
| Claiborne, Clark, Cleveland, Coffee, Coles, Connor, Craig, 
| Cramer, Cushing, Cushman, Darlingten, Davis, Denny, 


Doubleday, Dromgoole, Everett, Fairfield, Farlin, Forester, 


| French, Fry, Philo C. Fuller, William K. Fuller, Gal- 
| braith, James Garland, Rice Garland, Gillet, Glascock, 
| Graham, Granger, Grantiand, Haley, Joseph Hall, Hamer, 


| Hannegan, Harper, Aaron G. Harrison, Hawes, Haw- 
| kins, Haynes, Heister, Holsey, Hopkina, Howard, Hubley, 
| Huntington, Huntsman, Ingham, William Jackson, Joseph 
Jackson, Janes, Jarvis, Cave Johnson, John W. Jones, 
Kilgore, Kinnard, 


rence, Joshua Lee, Luke Lea, Leonard, Lincoin, Logan, 


|, Love, Lucas, Lyon, Alien Mann, Job Mann, Manning, 
| Martin, John Y. Mason, ! 

| Maury, McCarty, McKay, McKennon, McKeon, McKim, 
| Miller, Milligan, egg rag Morgan, Morris, Mublen- 
} 


oses Mason, Sampson Macon, 


berg, Page, Parker, Parks, Patterson, Patton, Franklin 


| Pierce, Dutee J. Pearce, James A. Pearce, Pettigrew, Pey 


| ton, Phelps, Phillips, Pinckney, Rencher, John Reynolds, 
| Ripley, Roane, Rogers, Russell, Seymour, Augustine H. 
| Shepperd, Shields, Shinn, Slade, Smith, Spangler, Sprague, 
Standifer, Steele, Storer, Sutherland, Taliaterro, Taylor, 
| Thomas, John Thomson, Toucey, Towns, Turner, Turriil, 
Underwood, Vinton, Wagener, Wardwell, Washington, 
Webster, White, Whittlesey, and Sherrod Williams—166. 
NAYS — Messrs. Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, Jehn 


Harlin, Hazeltine, Hoar, Howell, Ingersoll, Mercer, Potts, 
Waddy Thompson, Lewis Williams, and Wise—18. 

So the resolution was agreed to. 

The House then, at five o’clock, adjourned. 





IN SENATE. 
Tvespay, January 12, 1836. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by Mr. Donexsow, his Private 
Secretary, containing reports from the Secretaries 
of State and War, relative to the controversy be- 
tween Ohio and Michigan on the subject of 
boundary; and, on motion by Mr. EWING, it 
was ordered to be printed. vy 

The CHAIR announced a communication from 
the War Department, transmitting a report from 
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the To 
with the resolution of the Senate of the 5th in- 
stant, in regard to the improvement of the harbor 
of East Thomastown, Maine; and, on motion by 
Mr. RUGGLES, it was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 
PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 

Mr. LINN presented the following petitions: 

The petition of sundry citizens of Missouri, 

raying for the establishment of a post route from 
7 erson city, through the counties of Morgan, 
Polk, and Green, to the seat of government of 
the Territory of Arkansas; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 





' Roads; 


A petition numerously signed by sundry citi- 
zens of Missouri, asking for the establishment of 
a post route from Palmyra, to pass through Paris, 

onroe county, to Columbia, Boone county, to 
Jefferson city; which was referred to the same 
committee; 

The petition of sundry citizens of Missouri, 
asking that the session of the district court of the 
United States forthe district of Missouri may be 
held at St. Louis and Jefferson city; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary; and 

The petition of @izens of Missouri, praying 
for the establishment of a new land office in t1e 
State of Missouri, to be located at Jefferson City; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands. 

Mr. TYLER presented the petition of the 


Trustees of the Georgetown Lancaster school, | 


asking pecuniary aid from Congress; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, 


Mr. NILES presented the petition of sundry 


citizens of Michigan, praying for an appropria- || 


tion to improve the harbor of St. Joseph’s, on 
Lake Michigan; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. WALL presented the petition of William 
P. Rathbone, of New Jersey, late a paymaster in 
the Army; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Petitions were also presented by Messrs. DA- 
VIS, CLAYTON, and LEIGH; names of peti- 
tioners not heard. 

On motion by Mr. WRIGHT, the petition and 
papers of the heirs of Henry Eckford, on the 
files of the last session, were again referred. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. PORTER, from the Committee on Private 


Land Claims, to which had been referred the || 


etition and documents of the heirs of Milan de 

a Carrera, reported a bill confirming their title 
to a tract of land. 

Mr. LINN, from the same committee, to which 


had been referred the bill confirming certain claims | 


to lands in Missouri, reported the same without 
amendment. 

Mr. TYLER, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to which had been referred the 
memorial of certain banks of the District on the 


subject, reported a bill to extend their several | 


charters for one year; which was read, and or- 
dered to a second reading. 4 
Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Military 


Affairs, to which had been referred the petition of || 


the heirs of the late General William Eaton, re- 
ported a bill for their relief; which was read,and 
ordered to a second reading. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. WEBSTER, in pursuance of notice given, 
asked and obtained leave and introduced the fol- 
lowing bills; which were severally read twice and 
referred: 

A bill to fix the compensation of certain offi- 
cers of the customs, and to alter certain collection 
districts; and 

A bill in addition to the act of 24th May, 1828, 
entitled ** An act toauthorize the licensing of ves- 
sels to be employed in the fisheries.” . 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, in pursuance of notice 

iven, asked and obtained leave and introduced a 
ill for the relief of John La Furettee; which was 
read twice and referred. oe a 

Mr. RUGGLES, in pursuance of notice given, 
asked and obtained leave, and introduced a joint 
resolution providing for the employment of addi- 
tional clerks in the Patent Office; which was twice 


raphical Bureau, made in compliance 








1 
| 


| copies of the same for the use of the other Departments of 


|| which lie on the table one day: 


| Pinckney, South Island, Big Spring, Portland, Hibernia, 


| Potosi, Old Mines, Herculaneum, Jefferson Barracks, twice 


| 
| 
| 





| Genevieve, Perryville, Jackson, to Cape Girardeau, twice a 








read, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
| ciary. 
SUFFERERS BY NEW YORK FIRE. 


On motion by Mr. WEBSTER, the Senate 
| proceeded to the consideration of the bill for the 


| relief of the sufferers by fire in the city of New |, 
| York; and, after some remarks from Messrs. 


| WEBSTER, CLAY, WRIGHT, and WEB- 
STER, the bill was laid on the table. 
RESOLUTIONS. 
__ Mr. PRESTON submitted the following reso- 
_ lution; which was considered and agreed to: 


Charleston, South Carolina, for the use of the United States 
| courts. 

Mr. TALLMADGE submitted the following 
_ resolution; which lies on the table one day: 


| Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
| Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
_ furnishing the principal post offices in the several States and 


| Territories with copies of the maps of the post offices and | 


— roads prepared under the direction of the Post Office 
epartment; and also into the expediency of furnishing 


the Government. 
Mr. LINN submitted the following resolutions; 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing the following post routes : 

From St. Charles to Dardeire, Missouriter, Mathiasville, 


once a week ; 

From St. Charles, by Portage des Sioux, to Alton, twice 
a week in two-horse post coaches ; 

From Palmyra, in Marion county, to pass through Paris, 
Monroe county, Columbia, Boone county, to Jefferson city, 
twice a weck ; 

From Richmond to Compton’s Store, on Grand River, 55 
miles, once a week; 

From 8t. Louis to Jefferson Barracks, Herculaneum, St. 


week; 
From Jackson, Cape Girardeau county, to Fredericktown, 


a week, in four-horse post coaches. 
Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be instructed to 


inquire into the expediency of making compensation to the 


recorder of land tides at St. Louis, Missouri, for extra 
clerk hire, office rent, and fuel for office, plotting instru- 
ments, furnished and paid for by said recorder, between 
October 13, 1830, and September, 30, 1832. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of placing the name of Jean 
Baptiste Janis, a French inhabitant of Missouri, on the pen- 
sion roli—the said Janis having served as an ensign ina 
company of volunteers at the siege and capture of Vin- 
cennes, in the year 1779, when said place was taken by 
Colonel George Rogers Clarke ; or to make such other pro- 


vision for him as the justice of the case would seem to || 


demand. 


Mr. CLAYTON submitted the following reso- 
lution; which lies on the table one day: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of providing for 
the erection of a fortification for the defense of the Dela- 
ware breakwater. 

The resolution submitted yesterday, by Mr. 
Swirt, was, on motion of that gentleman, laid 
on the table. 

The resolutions submitted yesterday, by Messrs. 
Wesster and SovurHarp, were considered and 
adopted. 

RELATIONS WITH FRANCE. 


The resolution submitted yesterday, by Mr. 
Cray, calling on the President for information 
relative to a letter said to have been written b 
the Duc de Broglie to the French Chargé d’Af- 
faires, on the subject of our relations with France, 
came up for consideration. 

Mr. LEIGH submitted the following amend- 
ment; which was agreed to: 


Resolved, also, Under the restriction before mentioned, 
that the President be requested to communicate to the 


Senate a copy of the note of M. Serrurier, mentioned in || 


his message of the 25th of February, 1835, and not then 
communicated for reasons stated in the report of the Sec- 
retary of State to the President of the same date. 

The resolution was then adopted. 


NATIONAL DEFENSE. 
The following resolution, submitted yesterday 
by Mr. Benton, was taken up for consideration: 


Resolved, That the surplus revenue of the United States, 
and the dividends of stock receivable from the Bank of the 
United Siates, ought to be set apart and to the 
general defense and permanent security of country, 
that the President be requested to cause the Senate to be 


“\ The probable tha 
; amount that would be necessary for for- 
tifying the lake, maritime, and gulf frontier of the United 
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the departure of our diplomatic agent, and the 
| 


| abilit 
| Resolved, That the Judiciary Committee be instructed |, 
| to inquire into the propriety of erecting a court-house in || 


| attention, without re 


January 12, 
States, and such points of the land frontier as may require 
permanent fortifications. 

2. The probable amount that would be necessary to con- 
struct an adequate number of armories and arsenals in the 
United States, and to supply the States with field artillery 
especially brass field-pieces, for their militia, and with side 
arms and pistols for their cavalry. 

3. The probable amount that would be necessary to sup- 
ply the United States with the ordnance, arms, and muni- 
tions of war which a proper regard to self-defense would 


| require to be always on hand. 


. The probable amount that would be necessary to place 
the naval defenses of the United States (including the 
increase of the navy, navy-yards, dock-yards, and steam or 
floating batteries) upon the footing of strength and respect- 
which is due to the security and to the welfare of 
the Union. 


The resolution having been read, Mr. B. rose 


and said, that the objects contemplated by it were 


of a general and permanent nature, and required 
rd to existing cireum- 
stances. To place itself in astate of defense was 


_ the duty of all countries which desired to preserve 


their independence, or to live with honor. The 
United States were not in a state of defense, and 


it was their duty to attend to that object. The 


present time was the proper time. The public 
debt was paid, a large surplus revenue was accu- 


_mulating, and the country was every way pros- 


perous. Projects were devised to distribute these 
surpluses among the States; but he was in favor 
of setting them apart, and dedicating them to the 
defense of the Union. Formerly, and by a law 
as old as the Republic, these surpluses were all 
set apart, and constituted a separate fund, called 
the sinking fund, and inviolably applied to the 
sacred purpose of extinguishing the national debt. 
By this means the debt had been paid. He was 
for reviving and continuing this policy, with a 
change of object, from the debt to the defenses 
of the Union, and would wish to see all the sur- 
plus revenue take that direction, until the country 
was as secure from receiving, as it is averse from 
offering offense. It would require all the sur- 
pluses and many years of exertion to accomplish 
the object. 

Mr. B. repeated, his motion was for objects of 
a general and permanent character, and he felt it 
to be iis duty to make it, without regard to im- 

nding events, and to extrinsic circumstances 

ut there were events and circumstances which 


should give emphasis to his motion, and stimu- 


late its immediate adoption. A French fleet of 


sixty vessels of war, to be followed by sixty 
_ more, now in commission, approaches our coast; 


and approaches it for the avowed purpose of ob- 
serving our conduct in relation to France! It is 
styled in the French papers, a squadron of observ- 
ation; and we are sufficiently acquainted with 
the military vocabulary of France, to know what 
that phrase means. In the days of the great Em- 
peror, we were accustomed to see the armies 
which demolished empires at a blow wear that 
pacific title up to the moment that the blow was 
ready to be struck. These grand armies assem- 
bled on the frontiers of empires, gave emphasis 
to negotiation, and crushed what resisted. A 
_ squadron of observation, then, is a squadron of 
intimidation first, and of attack eventually; and 
_nothing could be more palpable than that such 
was the character of the squadron in question. 
It leaves the French coast cotemporaneously with 


assembling of our Congress; it arrives upon our 

coast at the very moment that we shall have to 

vote upon French affairs; and it takes a position 

upon our southern border—that border, above all 

others, on which we are, at this time, peculiarly 
| sensitive to hostile approach. 

What have we done (continued Mr. B.) to draw 
this squadron upon us? We have done no wrong 
| to France; we are making no preparations against 
_ her, and not even ordinary preparations for gen- 
_ eral and permanent security. e have treaties, 
and are executing them, even the treaty that she 
does not execute! We have been executing that 
treaty for five years, and may say that we have 

id France as much under it as we have in vain 

emanded from her as the first installment of the 
indemnity; not in fact by taking money out of our 
Cesentys and delivering it to her, but, what is 
better for her, namely, leaving her own money 
in her own hands, in the shape of diminished 
duties upon her wines, as provided for in this 
same treaty, which we execute, and which she 
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does not. In this — France has — one | ing the friendship of our feelings, and the read- 1 the passions and consumed the precious time at 
or two millions of dollars from us, besides the | iness of our officers to salute, with honor, the flag || the last moment of the session, were the true 
encouragement to her wine trade. On the article || of France. And this language was not only re- | causes of the loss of that bill, and so leaves the 
of silks she is also gaining money from us in the || ceived with applause in the Chamber, but it has || responsibility for the loss on the shoulders of the 
same way, not by treaty, but by law. Our dis- || been acted upon by the French Government, |, Senate. 

crimininating duties in favor of silksfrom this side || Two royal ordinances have appeared in the Mon- || Of this three million appropriation (Mr. B. 

{ 


the Ca | iteur, under date of the 2d of December last; and |; said) the country had heard much; but there was 











of Good Hope, operate almost entirely 


in her favor. Our great supplies of silks are from | 
France, England, and China. In ten years, and | 
under the operation of this discriminating duty, | 
our imports of French silks have risen from | 


oe r annum to $6,500,000; from Eng- 


and, they have risen from $250,000 to $750,000; | 


from China they have sunk from $3,250,000 to 
ee This discriminating duty has left 


tween one and two millions of dollars in the | 
pockets of Frenchmen, besides the encouragement | 
Why, then, || 


to the silk manufacture and trade. 
has she sent this squadron to observe us first, 
and to strike us eventually? She knows our 
pacific disposition towards her, not only from our 


own words and actions, but from the official re- | 


port of her own officers; from the very officer sent 
out last spring, in a frigate, to carry back the 
recalled minister. Here is his report, made to 
the Minister of Marine, and communicated to the 


Chamber of Deputies in the month of April last. | 


Listen to it, and see how fully it establishes, not 


only our pacific dispositions toward France, but | 
the affection of our citizens for her, and the solici- | 
tude of our officers to honor her flag and gratify | 


her feelings: 
“ Brest, April 4, 1835. 
‘IT have the honor to inform you that the brig d’Assas 
sailed from New York on the Lith of March last, at the 


same time with the American packet ship Albany, in which | 


M. Serrurier and his family are returning to France, and 
arrived in the roads of Brest on the 14th of this month, 
after a passage of twenty-four days. I remained in the 
United States until the 11th of March, as the Charge d’Af- 


faires of France, at whose disposition your Excellency | 
placed me, did not wish to dispatch me back until the rising | 


of Congress, which took place on the 4th of that month. 


During my stay at New York, I found among the richest || 
and best educated persons the greatest affection and sym- | 


|, will have no force capable of being opposed to it.”’ 
Our nakedness, our destitu- | 


pathy for France. This they expressed to us by every pos- 
sible attention, and every delicate kindness, which their 
hospitable dispositions could suggest. 


knowing the time at which I was to depart, got under sail. 
She crossed my way about a league from the place of an- 


guns, which were immediately returned ; she kept the tri- 
color flying as long as we were in sight. 
American trigate Constitution, towed by two steamboats on 
her way to New York. As soon as I crossed her, I saluted 
her commodore with thirteen guns, which he immediately 
returned, gun for gun.”’ 


Mr. B. resuming, said this was the report made 
to the French Government, by a French officer, 


after the rise of the last session of Congrees, and | 


after the departure of Mons. Serrurier; and how 
was it received in the Chamber of Deputies, to 
which it was communicated? He (Mr. B.) would 
show one example of the manner in which it was 


received, and for that purpose would read a par- | 
agraph from the speech of the Deputy, Mons. de | 


Rance: 
** Gentlemen, we should put on one side of the tribune the 


twenty-five millions, on the other side the sword of France. || 


| Official pa 


, for that great people, an 


| This is the reason. 
Half an hour after || 
my leaving the East river, an American schooner of war, | 


I then saw the | 


under these ordinances, Admiral Mackau is to 


take command of the ‘* squadron of observation,”’ | 


which was immediately to proceed to the West || sum of $500,000, which originated in the Senate's 


Indies; and the Constitutionnel, which is the semi- 


in authority to the Moniteur, after stating that this 


| measure was warranted by the actual state of the 
‘difficulties with the United States, goes on to | 
| ** applaud the Government, for thus preparing, long 


beforehand, and concentrating the power in the hands 
of one who is firm and capable of using it to advan- 
tage when necessary.”’ hus, the language of the 


| Deputies, and the conduct of the Government, 


correspond; and the fleet must now be approach- 
ing our coast, which bears that long sword, at 


the sight of which our terrified hearts and falter- | 
| ing tongues must deliver the satisfactory answer || 
| which French chivalr 

Mr. B. said, he had never spoken unkindly of | 
the French nation—neither in his place here as | 
Senator, nor in his private capacity elsewhere. | 


exacts! 


Born since the American Revolution, bred up in 
habitual affection for the French name, coming 
upon the stage of life when the glories of the Re- 


|| public and of the Empire were filling the world 


and dazzling the imagination, politically connected 


| with the party which, a few years ago, was called 


admiration 
youthful affection had 
ripened into manly friendship. He would not 
now permit himself to speak unkindly, much less 


French, his bosom had — wit 


to use epithets; but he could not avoid fixing his | 


attention upon the reason assigned in the Consti- 
tutionnel for the present advance of the French 
squadron upon us. Thatreason is this: ‘*.merica 


tion, have drawn upon us the honor of this visit; 
and we are now to speak, and vote, and so demean 


| ourselves, as men standing in the presence of a 
chorage, and when about two cables’ length from us, she | 


|| force which they cannot resist, and which had 
hoisted the French flag on her mizcn-mast, and fired seven | 


taught the lesson of submission to the Turk and | 


the Arab! And here I change the theme; I turn 
from French intimidation to American legislation; 
and I ask, how it comes that we have no force to 


| oppose to this squadron, which comes here to take 
| @ position upon our borders, and to show us that 


it knows the way to Washington as well as the 


English? This is my future theme; and I have || 


to present the American Senate, as the respons- 
ible party for leaving our country in this wretched 


| condition. First, there is the three million appro- 


priation which was lost by the opposition of the 


|| Senate, and which carried down with it the 
whole fortification bill, to which it was attached. | 
\| That bill, besides the three millions, contained 
thirteen specific appropriations for works of de- || 


r of the Government, and nearly equal | 


| and land. 
/and probable amounts of surplus revenue, with 


another material appropriation lost in the Senate, 
of which nothing had been said; he alluded to the 


Committee on Military Affairs, and which, as the 
chairman of that committee, and under its diree- 


tion, he had recommended in a report, and pro- 


xosed as an amendment to the same fortification 
pitt which was afterwards sunk under the three 
millions. The report was made on the 18th of 
February, and he would read it: 


|“ The Senate’s Committee on Military Affairs, which has 


had the subject under consideration, report : 

** That it is expedient to increase the appropriations here- 
tofore made for the national defense; and that, in addition 
to the sums now contained in the bill for fortifications, and 
in addition to the two sums of $100,000, each heretofore re- 
commended by this committee to be inserted in the said bill 
for fortifications, and the armament thereof, the further sum 
of $500,000 be recommended to be inserted therein, fer the 
repair, completion, and construction of fortitications, and 
to provide the necessary armament therefor. And the com 
mittee have directed their chairman to move an amendment 
accordingly, at the proper time, to the fortification appro- 
priation bill.” 

The motion was made in the Senate to insert 
this appropriation of $500,000. The sense of the 
Senate was so clearly against it, that he (Mr. B.) 
did not press it, nor call for adivision. It was 
rejected when offered; and thus the Senate, some 
days before they objected to the three millions as 


| being too large and general, had rejected a much 


smaller appropriation, and one that was specific. 
The third act of the Senate which Mr. B. 
brought forward to establish the responsibility of 


| the Senate for the present condition of the coun- 


try, and the consequent visit of the French fleet, 


_was the fact of laying on the table, and refusing 
| even to consider, a resolution which he brought 


forward about the middle of February, calling on 


| the President for plans and estimates for the gen- 


eral and permanent defense of the country by sea 
It was a call for plans and estimates, 


the sole view to the defense of the country; yet 


| it was laid upon the table by the vote of the 
| majority, and upon the motion of an opposition 
| Senator; and, of all the acts of the Senate, itseemed 


to him to be the one which went further in show- 


| ing the indisposition of this body to provide for 


the defense of the country. It was not merely a 
refusal tc apply money, but a refusal to have in- 


formation by which money could be applied, and 


that while making it a standing topic of reproach 
that the President had not furnished plans and 
estimates, 


The fourth circumstance on which Mr. B. re- 


| lied to show that the Senate was responsible for 


the present naked and defenseless condition of 
the country, and for the humiliation to which we 


fense, part originating in the House of Repre- } were now subjected in being superintended by the 
sentatives, and part in the Senate, and the partic- || heroes of Algicrs and Navarino, was the project of 
ulars of which os would read. \| certain Senators to apply the public moneys in a 

Mr. B. then read: | different direction, namely, to divide them among 


When the Americans see this good Jong sword, this very 
eee gentlemen, (for it struck down everything from 
Lisbon to Moscow,) they will perhaps recollect what it did 
for the independence of their country; they will perhaps, 
too, reflect upon what it could do to support and avenge the | 





For the fort on George’s Island.......+0+ e000 eee 





..815.000 || the States, and which required them to keep the 
$15,000 | oe. 4 mp 
honor and dignity of France, wher outraged by an ungrate- |! For the repairs of Fort Independence............. 6,000 || sum for distribution as large as possible, in order 
ful people. [Cries of ‘ Well said !’] Believe me, gentlemen, |; For Fort Adams.......-....02.ss00+eeeeee cers +++ 100,006 | to present ca tivating dividends to each distrib- 
they would sooner touch your money, than dare to touch |; For the fortat Throg’s Neck ......esseeeeee+eeeees 30,000 || utee. The plan of putting the country in a pos- 
our sword; and for your twenty-five millions they will || Repairing Fort Columbus................ esse 13,000 |] ° P P gu ntry 
bring you back the satistactory receipt which itis your duty | Rebuilding Fort Delaware ........... oscceces e+e 6 150,000 | ture of defense was incompatible with these plans 
toexact. (Great approbation from the extremities. }”’ l] ner fortifications in Charleston harbor........++++ — | of distributing the revenues. The two plans can- 
Another Deputy, Mons. Fleury de Chabaulon, | Port at Pensacola...y s...sssssccssescccessosees 269000 || ROE EO On togethers one or the other must give 
allowed himself to discourse thus: | Fort on Foster’s bank........se++00: te sesceee 65,000 || W8Y; and he had purposely drawn ine resolution 
“The insult of President Jackson comes from himeeif || Repairs of Fort Mifflin.............s000. devs ... 75,000 || under consideration to make an issue between 
only. This is more evident, from the refusal of the Amer- || Atmament of fortifications............ dine debe - 100,000 || them, and to draw the line between those who will 
ican Congress to concur with himin it. The French Cham- || Contingencies........++ ++. oseeee ev oo eee vrereeeee 10,009 |) put their country in a state of defense, and those 
ber by inerering, would render the air more werios, || AN) these specific appropriations (continued | who will leave it naked and helpless.” 
oe Lotaneen oo to ourselves. Suppose the Unned | Mr. B.) were lost in the bill, which was sunk by Mr. B. had felt it his duty to bring to the notice 
States had taken part with General Jackson, we should || the oe of the Senate to the three millions, || of the Senate the approach of the French squadron 
have had to demand satisfaction not from him, but from the | which were attached to it by the House of Rep- || of observation, and to show that itcame, because 
Vanes Saaee;. suse taeneed 6 eee resentatives. He (Mr. B.) was not a member || ‘‘merica had no force capable of being d to 
’ >| 


and to intrust to our heroes of Navarino and Algiers the 
task of teaching the Americans, that France knows the 





of the conference committee which had the dis- 
reement of the two Houses committed to its 


it.’’ It was a subsidiary 


ment, and a fair 
illustration of the da 


rs and humiliations of a 
defenseless position. It should stimulate us to 
instant and vigorous action—to the concentration 


way to Washington as well as England.” 





charge, and could go into no detail as to what | 
This was the language of the Deputies, and it | happened in that conference; he took his stand | 
was thus received with applause, and that six || upon the palpable ground that the opposition || of all our money, and all our hands, to the sacred 
weeks after the rise of our Congress, which had | which the Senate made to the three millions, the || task of national defense. For himself he did not 
shown itself pacific, and two weeks after the re- speeches which denounced it, and the prolonged || believe there would be war, because he knew that 
port of the captain of the frigate D’Assas, attest- | invectives against the President, which inflamed |! there ought not to be war; but that belief would — 
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a ee 
——— 


have no effect upon his conduct. ‘He went for 
nutional defense, because that policy was right 
in itself, without regard to times and circum- 
stances. He-went for it now, because it was the 
response, and the — response, which American 
honor could give to the visitof Admiral Mackau. 
Above all, he went for it, because it was the way, 
and the only manly way, of letting France know 
that she had committed a mistake in sending this 
fleet upon us. In conclusion, he would eall for 
the yeas and nays, and remark that our votes 
well have to be given under the guns of France, 
and under the eyes of Europe. 

Mr. WEBSTER said his duty was to take care 
that neither in nor out of the Senate there should 
be any mistake, the effect of which should be to 
produce an impression unfavorable or reproachful 
to the character and petriotism of the American 
people. He remembered the progress of that bill, 
(the bill alluded to by Mr. Benron,) the incidents 


of its history, and the real cause of its loss; and | 


he would satisfy any man that the loss of it was 


not attributable to any member or officer of the | 
He would not, however, doso until the | 


Senate, 
Senate should again have been in session on ex- 
ecutive business, As soon as that took place, he 
should undertake to show that it was not from 
any dereliction of duty on the part of the Senate 
that the loss of that bill was to be attributed to. 

Mr. LEIGH said there were one or two facts 
in relation to this matter to which he would call 
the particular attention of the gentleman from 
Missouri, |Mr. Benron.] Mr. L. referred to a 
report of the Committee on Military Affairs at the 
last session on the expediency of providing for 
fortifications. He did not salianend the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. Benton] to say that 
that specific report was rejected. 
understood it was rejected with other appropria- 
tions. 

Mr. Benton explained.]} 

r. LEIGH continued: I have (said he) a par- 
ticular recollection. My mind was attracted to the 
subject by the quarrel going on between France 
and the United States. He expected some means 
to be resorted to in order to strengthen the 
national arm. The bill to strengthen the fortifi- 
cations of the country had passed the House of 
Representatives on the 24th day of February, 
and so anxious was his mind on the subject, that 
he went to the Secretary’s table to examine 
whether particular appropriations were in the bill. 
He found none. the Committee on Finance 
reported a series of amendments to the bill; in no 
case diminishing appropriations, in some cases 
increasing them, and in some instances making 
entirely new appropriations. All the gentlemen 
of the Senate with whom he had familiar con- 
versations would remember his frequent expres- 
sion of anxicty on the subject of this bill. It 
was sent back to the other House with agree- 
ments and disagreements to the Senate amend- 
ments; he did not now recollect to which, After 
five o’clock in the evening of the 3d-of March 
this bill was reported to the Senate. They had 
joint conferences with the different Departments 
on those new appropriations, and came to the 
conclusion to retain all the new appropriations. 
An amendment anes an appropriation of 

3,000,000, to be used under the direction of the 
*resident of the United States, provided such 
expense was necessary to the defense of the Gov- 
ernment, was in it after it was returned from the 
House of Representatives. The objection to the 
appropriation was not on account of any distrust 
of the President. No, sir, (said heh it was 
merely as to the constitutionality of it. The 
Senate disagreed to the amendment of the House 
—the House insisted, and refused to recede. He 
alluded to a practice of changing the time of the 
clock on the last night of the session; and not 
relying upon it, he took out his watch and ascer- 


tained by it, if it did not deceive him, that the | 


committee of conference on the rt of the 


Senate went out before eleven o’clock, and (said | 
he) here we sat until twelve o’clock at night, 


waiting for their report. They sent a messenger 
to keep the House in mind of the appropriation 
bill. For what reason the House 
up the report of the committee of conference, it 
would be improper, indecent, and disorderly in 
him to state. He had stated the facts, and every 


He ( r. L.) } 


not take | 


| member who was present would remember them 
| as stated, . 


| Mr. PRESTON said the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia (Mr. ae had given a very clear view of 
e 
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extent any of the Departments were disposed to 
go inthis matter. At the opening of this session, 
the President, in his message, entered into a 
detail of our affairs with France, and promised 


the facts. r. P.) did not feel called upon || us, on the return of Mr. Barton, a special mes- 
to o— because he had voted for the rejection |, sage. Mr. Barton had returned, if they were to 
of a bill containing an undefined appropriation | rely upon the same source of intelligence upon 
of $3,000,000. It was enough for him to know || which the gentleman from Missouri had relied. 


_ that it was an unconstitutional and indefinite ap- || We are asked, wh 


ropriation, and dangerous to be put into the 
| hands of the Executive. He would go further. 
|| If, instead of these vague rumors about the move- 
‘| ments of the French fleet, the whole frontier had 
| been laid in ruins, he would have voted es 
it. How was it, that this appropriation had been 
| sprung upon them? They were not called upon 
| for it by the pro 


hess it was to make recommendations requiring 
_such appropriations. He was not then disposed 


the proper departments, and he was not now dis- 
posed to do it. Under the better opportunities 
of the Executive to acquire information, it was 
the duty of the Department to keep the Senate 
informed of the necessity and object of appropri- 


_ tions, and until that was done the Senate was not |! 


bound to act. The honorable Senator from Ken- 
| tucky (Mr. Cray] had introduced a resolution for 
| the distribution of the surplus revenue arising 
| from the sales of the public lands; and his col- 
_ league, the honorable gentleman from South Caro- 
| lina, had reported a bill for the appropriation of 


| the balance of the surplus revenue for purposes | 
that were defined. But, in this case, the appro- || 
| priation is first made, and then the Executive is | 
to be asked how much is necessary. You ap- | 
propriate $30,000,000, and the Executive says | 
\| $5,000,000 is all that is wanted; what comes of | 


the rest?) From these vague rumors, the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. Benton] had taken 
occasion to remark, that he desired the exterior 
of the United States put into a state of defense. 
In all this he concurred. Every Senator had con- 


/and Army in a state of defense. This undefined 
| appropriation was not the only exception. The 
gentleman from Missouri had said this appropri- 
ation was intended to operate as a permanent 
defense. 
this French fleet coming on our coast? 

said for what purpose it was coming? 





Had he 
Why 


If it is coming in hostile array, why are we 
| (said Mr. P.) kept in the dark by the President of 
the United States? They had been looking—anx- 
| iousl 
whether these newspaper rumors respecting this 
| fleet of observation were true. 

The President ought to know—it was his duty 
to know. He trusted, however, the gentleman 
from Missouri had superseded the functions of 
the President. Could it be for the purpose of 
overawing them outof their votes that this alarm 
had been raised? France, our former ally, he be- 

| lieved, did not doubt our valor. He believed she 
| had a due respect for us. Why, sir, (said Mr. P.,) 
| do they think that the approximation of a fleet 
of France can alarm us intoa vote? No, sir, (said 
he,) we would cover ourselves with a panoply for 
| our mutual defense. The President of the Urited 
| States in his message had informed them that he 
had ordered the representative of this country in 
France (Mr. Barton) to receive the money due to 
| us, orask for his passports to return to the United 
| States. We were not now represented in either 
|| England or France. He did not say, however, 
| that we were cut off from all intercourse in Eng- 
land as in France. 








The President had recommended making re- | 


prisals, if France refused payment. France had 
refused, but the remedy was not pursued. It 
may be, (said he,) that this fleet is merely comin 

to protect the commerce of France. If the Presi- 
dent of the United States, at the last session of 
Congress, had suggested the necessity of making 
this appropriation, we would have poured out 
the Treasury—we would have filled his hands for 
all necessary purposes. There was one hundred 
thousand dollars appropriated that had not been 
| called for. He did not know whether he was 
‘| permitted to go any further, and say to what 





| curred in general appropriations to put the Navy | 


He would ask for what purpose was | 


were the breezes bringing this great armament? | 


looking for a message from the President | 


| 


| 





} 


| 


r Department, and he did not feel | 
_ called upon without the Department whose busi- || 


to take the responsibility for what belonged to : 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


aonenll 





| said even to my fears there will 


has the Senate not done its 
duty? I ask, (said Mr. P.,) why the President 
has not done his duty? The Senator from Mis- 
souri had preferred a general indictment against 
the Senate, before the people of the United States. 
It was strange the gentleman should ask the De- 
rtments for calculations to enable us to know 
ow much it was necessary to appropriate, when 
the information was not given to us when we 
rejected the undefined appropriations. 
I rejoice (said Mr. P.) that the gentleman has 
e no French 
war. France was not going to squabble with 
America on a little point of honor—that might 
do for duelists to quarrel about, but not for na- 


| tions. 


There was no reason why blood should be 
erm out like water in righting this point of 
1onor. If this matter was placed on its proper 
basis, his hopes would be lit up into a blaze of 
confidence. Who were the plaintiffs in this case ? 
Not France. We are the plaintiffs. France is 
the defendant. Ifa ca. sa. should issue, it would 
be to levy upon the goods and chattels of France; 


' or, in case of her insolvency, to levy on the bod 


| 
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| 
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of Louis Philippe. No, sir, (said he,) we shall 
have no war with France. I can imagine a state 
of things (said Mr. P.) calculated to make a war 
inevitable. 

If the Senate had wandered so far from its du- 
ties as had been intimated, and a war was to be 
waged with the Senate, that might make a war 
with France; but God forbid that such a state 
of things should exist! Ifa war of partisanship 
was to be waged, he deplored the consequences 
He hoped no measures would be adopted here 
that would lead to a war with France. 

If the real cause of apprehensions should occur 
he hoped for unanimity. Whether the resolution 
of the honorable gentleman from Missouri, [Mr 
Benton,] the propositions of the honorable gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, (Mr. Cray,] or from his 
colleague, [Mr. Carnoun,]} should be taken up 
first, he would leave to be settled between them. 

Mr. CLAYTON was surprised at the sugges- 
tion of an idea that the American Senate was not 
disposed to make the necessary se for . 
the defense of the country; that they had endeav- 
ored to prevent the passage of a bill, the object 
of which was to make provision for large appro- 
priations for our defense. The Senator from Mis- 
souri had gone into an illiberal attack of the Senate. 
He (Mr. C.) was not disposed to say anything 
further of the events of the last night of the ses- 
sion. He took occasion to say there were other 
matters in connection with this appropriation. 
Before any Department or any friend of the Ad- 
ministration had named an appropriation for de- 
fense, he made the motion to appropriate $500,000. 
It was on his motion that the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs made the appropriation to increase 
the fortifications. Actuated by the very same 
motives which induced him to move that appro- 
priation he had moved an additional appropria- 
tion to Fort Delaware. The motion was to in- 
crease the seventy-five thousand to one hundred 
and fifty thousand, and elicited a protracted de- 
bate. The next question was whether, in the 

eneral bill, $500,000 should be appropriated. 

e recollected the honorable Chairman of the 
Committee on Finance told them there was an 
amendment before that committee of similar tenor. 
As Chairman of the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, he felt disinclined to give it up. The amend- 
ment fell on the single ground, by one vote, that 
the Committee on Finance had before it the iden- 
tical proposition made by the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. He appealed to the country whether, 
under those circumstances, they were to be ar- 
raigned before the people of the country on a 
charge of a want of patriotism? He had always 
felt deeply affected when those general remarks 


were made impugning the motives of patriotism 
of the Senators. He was willing to go as far as 





1836. 

he who goes furthest eee appropriations | 

for the national protection. Nay, he would be | 

in advance of the Administration. ce 
Onmotion by Mr. EWING, and withouttaking | 

the question on the resolution, 
The Senate adjourned. 


a a 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tvespay, January 12, 1836. 


Mr. WARD said, as there was a bill before the | 
House forthe relief of the sufferers by fire in New 
York, which it was necessary should be acted | 
on, he would move that the further consideration 
of the memorial praying for the abolition of sla- 
very in the District of Columbia, presented by | 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] | 
be postponed to Monday next. 

Mr, ADAMS said he hoped the gentleman 


__- SHE CONGRESSIONA 


| 


‘| anxious that this matter should be understood. 





would allow the vote to be taken on the point of | 


order. The question was upon the appeal which 
he took from the decision of the Speaker. If the 


memorial lie over, and he would be glad if the || 


discussion of these memorials would also lie over, 
at least on the day appropriated for the receiving 
of petitions. Gentlemen had not an opportunity 
of getting in their petitions on account of these 
discussions. There were a great many obstacles | 
thrown in the way of petitions: motions were 
made to reject them—that they be not received. 
He should rather see a multiplication of modes 
for getting in petitions than for getting rid of 
them. Petitions appeared to be in bad odor; 
and when he heard a gentleman commence a 
speech by saying that he was very much attached 
to the Union, he took it for granted he was going 
to end by a motion to exclude petitions. 
tions had been presented on other subjects than 
abolition, which took up much time to debate, 
and motions were made to reject them. He con- 
cluded by expressing a wish that the House might 
decide on the appeal, and he would acquiesce in 
the motion to postpone the consideration of the 
memorial, 

Mr. WARD said, he would be glad to with- | 
draw his motion, if he thought this memorial 


would have preference over all others; but he || 


thought it would not, and there would be much 
time spent in the discussion of them; and he was 
very anxious that the House should proceed to 
the consideration of the bill for the relief of the 
sufferers by fire in New York. 

Mr. GLASCOCK said, he was willing the 
question should be postponed; and his reasons 
were, that resolutions were in possession of the | 
House, which, if passed, as he hoped they would 
be, would put this question to rest. He thought | 
the House had the right to say that it would not 
receive these petitions. The right was recognized 
by Mr. Jefferson; and certainly he would not have 
recognized itif it was unconstitutional. It would 
be for the House to say whether it would receive 
them. 

Mr. PATTON said, he regretted very much | 
that the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Giascock] 
had expressed a readiness to acquiesce in the mo- 
tion to postpone. It was very evident that the 
effect would be to give the matter the go-by. The 
gentleman is mistaken, if he thinks he is to get a 
speedy and direct vote. Our time is to be taken 
up by discussing this matter every morning on 
which an opportunity offers. There was no way 
of getting a vote, unless we make it the special | 
order until it isdecided. One gentlemen willask | 
it to be postponed for one purpose—another for 
another purpose; and by this means.the question 
would be evaded. 

Mr. BOULDIN. I do not wish to say much, 
Mr. Speaker, on this subject, but wish to say a 
word or two, particularly as to the manner in 
which this matter has come before the House, and 
how I have been compelled to vote upon it. It 
comes up upon various points of order, blended 
in some degree with the merits of the question. 
Whether the petition should be rejected before it 
is read, and you know what is in it—whether the 

in which it is couched is such as ought 
to be received by the House—I have been com- 
pelled to give votes seemingly contradictory in 
relation to the merits, owing to this blending and 





Peti- || 


'and wounded at the time, and has rankled and | 


, Far be it from me to do or say anything, or give 


| subject be postponed? 


| trict by Congress is unconstitutional, and will, 


House would come to a decision on the appeal, | on any vote, say so. 


he would be willing to let the consideration of the || 


entwining of questions of order with the most 
momentous matter that can come before the | 
House, or the nation. 

' 


Mr. Speaker, the North and East are not ac- 
uainted with the effects of what they are doing; 
they donot know what is the feeling of the South. 
Sir, if they did, their conduct would be different. 


any vote, that will endanger this Union. I love 
the Union as I love my life, and this makes me 


The SPEAKER said the point was, shall the 


Mr. BOULDIN. I know that, sir; 1 am en- 


| deavoring to show the propriety of coming to an 
| understanding on this subject now, in preference 


to then. Sir, the question | wish to come to is 
this: Do you mean to take measures to endanger 
our property or our lives? liberate our slaves, 
directly or indirectly, now or hereafter? I have 
no doubt the liberation of the slaves of this Dis- 


1 But this is not what I care 
for. He that is willing, professing to be friendly, 
to use means, directly or indirectly, to endanger 
my life or rob me of my property, has little re- | 
gard to constitutional scruples or difficulties. 

Sir, i am not disposed to weaken the tie of 
love that exists between all the members of this | 
Union; but I wish, as soon as possible, to inform | 
the North and East with what a tender hand they 


/ ought to touch this subject; there are individuals 
| in this Union who I know love their country, and 


| this Union is dear to them, as the heart’s blood | 





the South did not equally? 
Union equally; but insulted, injured love is the | 





of the dearest, tenderest object of their atfec- 
tions—in whose bosom a thorn has been planted 


|| by another project from the same quarter. I mean 


the tribute of protecting duties. This thorn pained 


festered,and the wound is now ina festering state ; 
and this is not the time to open it and plant an- 
other more fatal still and more galling. 

It is this, sir, which causes me to urge that we 
come to a full understanding of this matter be- | 
tween North and South, East and West; for I | 
know that northern and eastern gentlemen do not 
know that there are feelings existing in the South | 
upon this subject that cannot be further agitated 
or pressed upon. Let me not be misunderstood; | 
I do not charge the whole fault of the agitation 
on this subject on the North, nor would I wish 
to say anything unkind or intemperate, calculated | 
to wound the feelings of any member of this 
House or this Union. I think I know that, if 
they were apprised of what they were doing or | 
likely to produce, they would act differently. 
They love the Union. And did I intimate that | 
Sir, they love the | 


mother of the purest hate; and I wish all members 
of the Union to be apprised of what is likely to be 


| the effect of pressing this matter upon us. They | 


are not advised; I know they cannot be; sir, I 
know our own conduct ought to be revised by us 
at home on this subject; let us inquire whether our 
societies and fourth-of-July speeches on emanci- 
pation, and other things in relation to negroes and 
negro slavery, have not invited strangers to med- 
dle, and have not led to a misunderstanding on 
this subject. 

I am sure that, on reflection, our northern | 
brethren will admit of repentance on seeing error. | 
I am equally satisfied that the attention of the | 

i 





South having been drawn to what they have them- 
selves done, they will retrace some of their steps, 
and all will be willing to leave this subject—too 
mysterious, deep, and dangerous for man’s man- 
agement, (or that of woman either)—to the oper- 
ation of time and the providence of God, in whose | 
hands alone this subject must at last be left. It 
is impossible that gentlemen should be sensible 
of what they are doing, or I do know by looking 
into my own bosom, (a place I find the safest of 
all to look, when I know that passion is absent 
to find,) what others will do on any given point. 
I know, sir, by what I find in my own bosom, 
that if gentleman knew what was or would be 
the effect of pushing this thing upon us, they 
would, with all courtesy and humility to their 
constituents, return these numberless petitions, 
and tell them that dangers of which they were 
not advised awaited the passing of this matter, 
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and that, if it was still insisted on, they would at 
last offer them. I know this would be their 
course, as certainly as I can know anything de- 
pending on observation and familiar acquaintance 
with the common practice of man, and their ordi- 
nary action and motives ir the common business 
of life. . They cannot be fully sensible of what 
effects they are likely to cw Look to the 
sources of their information. They rely in a 
great measure on the representations of the ladies, 
who appear to be the principal petitioners, Let 
me cast no slur over any portion of the fair sex. 
I wish them every good wish if they be single, 
which I must believe is generally their condition; 
if they had husbands and children, they would 
find something else to do. 1 wish them all good 
husbands, and something better to do, and that 
they may spend their days and their nights in 
some employment more likely to give them pleas- 
ure and do the world a benefit, than drawing their 





i] ——, so well calculated to produce effects so 


ittle likely to give them satisfaction or comfort 
after they are produced, 

Whether they be married, maids, or widows, 
I wish not to wound them; and they must be very 
different from any of their sex of any class that 
I have been acquainted with, if they would per- 
severe in any course that went to hazard every- 
thing dear to their sex. Sir, were they informed 
in what a situation they would place the maiden 
pride of their sex—if they were informed that 


| they would hazard the life and safety of the dear 


and tender offspring clinging to the bosoms of 
their own sisterhood, sy mpathizing with them in 
all the tender ties that bind the mother to her 
smiling infant, who draws its vital being from her 
breast, | am sure they would stay their hands. 
Could they be informed what effect they had pro- 
duced upon the helpless, defenseless objects of 
their blind charity, they, being Christians, (as al] 
women are, or should be,) would leave the thing 
to God. 

It is immaterial whether you mean to do this 
thing by this means or that: whether immedi- 
ately or indirectly, now or hereafter, the object is 
the same, and the consequences to us are the 
same; and it is obvious that this subject is pressed 
upon us of the South in some form or other by 
societies formed, religious qpnpemtnones: persis! 
combinations, male and female, private and public, 
from day to day, and from week to week. Sir, 
let us alone to ourselves in this matter. 

{Here the Speaker said the question was 
whether this subject should be postponed until 
Monday, and the gentleman was going into the 
whole merits.] 

I think, Mr. Speaker, (continued Mr. B.,) that 
these reflections are directly in point, to show we 
should come to an immediate understanding on 
this matter. However, I will not urge any other 
remarks at this time; but when the main question 
comes up, if we should ever be able to get to it, 
I will claim the attention of the House while | 
give to them and to my constituents my views 
on the merits. 1 will simply add, that if the 
materials of civil war and discord are matured in 
this nation, it will be a matter of little consequence 
at which end of the Confederacy the flame com- 
mences. The consequences to the whole Union 
will be the same. Ay, sir, and the horrors and 
the alarms of southern maids and matrons can 
only be equaled by the terrors and aiarms, the 
horrors and calamities of the maids and matrons 
of the North. Rachels weeping for their children, 
who are not. 

Mr. CRAIG said, that in postponing this mat- 
ter it was not giving the subject the go-by. It 
would come up in a better shape when the reso- 
lutions were under consideration. When the 
resolutions came up, let us march as one man to 
the point, and the matter will be decided, and 
decided satisfactorily, he hoped, both to the South 
and to the North. ; 

Mr. R. M. JOHNSON said, he did not rise to 
debate the question. He thought that, if we 
were to vote, and not to speak so much, we 
would be enabled to get through the business 
much more advantageously than at present. So 
far as the States were concerned we all agreed, 
and he would not say it was expedient to touch 
this matter even in the District of Columbia. Mr. 
J. had risen for the purpose of asking the con- 
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sent of the House to report several bills from the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

No objection being made, 

Mr. R. M. JOHNSON, from the Committee 
on Miiitary Affairs, reported the following bills; 
which were committe 





| A bill for the relief of N. and L. Dana & Com- 
|| pany; and 

| __A bill for the relief of Philip and Elizabeth 
|| Greeley. 

| Mr. MAY, from the Committee on Private 
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| 


| 


to a Committee of the Land Claims, reported a bill to authorize the | 


__ January 12, 


Land Claims, reported the following bills; which 
were read twice and commnticd: 

A bill for the relief of Henry Stoddart; 

A bill for the relief of John Barkley; and 

A bill for the relief of Amity Leach. 
| Mr. INGERSOLL, from the Committee of 


) 





Whole on the state of the Union; and, together | President to cause to be issued to Albert I. Smith || Ways and Means, reported the following bills; 


with the reports and documents accompanying 
the same, ordered to be printed: : 

A bill making an appropriation for collecting 
materials preparatory to the commencement of 
certain fortifications; 

A bill for the better organization of the corps 
of Topographical Engineers; and 

A bill authorizing the Chief Engineer to em- 
ploy clerks and a messenger. 

Mr. JOHNSON gave notice that he would call 
up the first-named bill on Thursday next. 

Mr. PEYTON then rose, and said, he had not 
intended to say one word upon the subject before 
the House at that time. omen, if he under- 
stood the honorable member from Kentucky [Mr. 
R. M. Jounson]} aright—and Mr. P. wished, if 
he misunderstood the gentleman, that he would 
correct him—he understood the gentleman to say, 
substantially, that so far as the question of slavery 
was concerned in the States, he (Mr. J.) thought 
it agreed on all hands, that that House had no 
power to interfere, but that, so far as the District 
of Columbia was concerned, it was a mere matter 
of expediency. 

Mr. JOHNSON explained. What he said 
was, that he had much rather that the House 
should at once vote upon the question than discuss 
it; and that, if the House would come to a vote, 
he thought there was no member in the House 
who would vote that they had the power to inter- 
fere, so far as the States were concerned, nor a 
single member in the House who would say it 
was expedient to touch it even in the District of 
Columbia. 

The CHAIR said further remarks must be 
arrested. ‘The question before the House was 
merely one of time, whether the subject should 
be postponed till Monday next? 

Mr. PEYTON said he had nothing to say on 
that subject. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG expressed a hope that 
the motion would prevail, as he wished to move 
that the House resolve itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion to postpone the further considera- 
tion of the memorial, and the motion to reject it, 
were then agreed to. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee of 


Ways and Means, reported the following bills; 


which were read twice and committed: 
A bill to regulate the disbursement of the public 
meneame and to prohibit allowances not authorized 
aw; 
vA bill for the relief of Robert McClintock; 
A bill for the relief of Robert Dickey, of New 
York; and 
A bill for the relief of John Frazer & Co., of 
Charleston, South Carolina. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the same com- 
mittee, reported the following resolutions; which 
were agreed to: 


Resolved, That so much of the estimate of appropriations | 


as relates to the salary of a clerk in the office of superin- 
tendent of Indian affairs at St. Louis, be referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Resolved, That so much of the estimate of appropriations 
for clerks in the General Land Office not provided for by 
law, be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of Thank- 
ful Randal. 


Mr. GRAYSON, from the Committee on Naval | 


Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Elizabeth 
Mayes, mother of Wilson Mayes, deceased, late 
of the naval service. 

Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported the following bills; which were 
read twice and committed: 

A bill for the relief of James Tucker and John 
Judge; and 

A bill to establish rations for the Navy. 

Mr. SMITH, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported the following bills; which 
were vead twice and committed: 


and others, patents for certain reservations of 
lands in the Territory of Michigan; which was 
read twice and committed. 

| Mr. CASEY, from the Committee on Public 
| Lands, reported a bill granting a quantity of 
|, public lands to complete public Leildings in Ar- 


| ansas. 


| 
j 


| 
| 


Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, from the | 


|, Committee on Commerce, reported the following | 


| bills; which were read twice and committed: 


| and 
A bill for the relief of Benjamin F, Stone. 
Mr. LOYALL, from the Committee of Ways 
| and Means, reported a bill for the relief of Samuel 
| D. Walker; which was read twice and committed. 


| 
| 
| 


A bill for the relief of Francis R. Theobald; | 


Mr. LAWRENCE, from the Committee of | 


| Ways and Means, reported a bill for the relief | 
/of Ebenezer Breed, of Boston; which was read | 


twice and committed. 


Mr. FORESTER, from the Committee on | 


.° ; ° | 
| Claims, reported a bill for the relief of the legal } inquire into the expediency of paying the claims of William 


| representatives of Michael Fenwick, deceased; 
which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. THOMSON, of Ohio, from the Committee 
on Military Affairs, reported a bill for the relief 
of David Kilburn; which was read twice and 
committed, « 

Mr. LINCOLN, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, reported a bill for the relief of the 
| heirs of John Brahan, late receiver of public 
| moneys at Huntsville, Alabama; which was read 
twice and committed. 

Mr. MULILENBERG, from the Committee on 
| Revolutionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief 
| of Nancy Haggard;.which was read twice and 
committed. 

Mr. CHAMBERS, of Pennsylvania, from the 
|| Committee on Private Land Claims, reported a 
bill for the relief of Robert Allison; which was 
|| read twice and committed. 

1 On motion by Mr. BEARDSLEY, several doc- 
|| uments relative to the boundary between Ohio and 
|| Michigan, were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LA W_LER, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of James 
and William Moore; which ~as read twice and 
|| committed. 
|| Mr. JACKSON, of Georgia, from the Commit- 

| tee on Foreign Affairs, re 








| 





ment the bill from the Senate authorizing an «!- 
lowance in the accounts of the American Consul 
at London. 

Mr. HUNTSMAN, from the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, reported a bill for the re- 
lief of the heirs of T. F. Reddick; which was 
read twice and committed. 
| Mr. HAMMOND, from the Committee on 

Private Land Claims, reported a Lill for the relief 
of Abraham Forbes, a spy in the late war; which 

|| was read twice and committed. 
Unfavorable reports upon various petitions, 
| &e., were made by Messrs. MAY, MUHLEN- 
BERG, HAYNES, HAWES, HOWELL, Mce- 
|| CARTY, CRANE, KENNON, ASHLEY, 
ASH, FRY, HAMMOND, and EVERETT, 
| from standing committees; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr DAVIS, from the Committee on Claims 
| reported a bill for the relief of Andrew Hoover 
which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. McKIM, from the Committee of Ways 
| and Means, reported a bill for the relief of Asa 
| Armington; which was read twice and committed. 
Mr. GILLET, from the Committee on Com- 
|, merce, reported a bill to provide for the seizure 
| and sale of property brought into the United 
| States in violation of the revenue laws in certain 
'| cases; which was read twice and committed. 
| Mr. KENNON, from the Committee on Public 
| Lands, reported a bill granting preémption rights 
| to certain lots in the town of Perrysburg, in the 
|| State of Ohio; which was read twice and com- 
|| mitted. 

i) Mr. CARR, from the Committee on Private 
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| 
| 
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| 
| 
| 
| 


ported without amend- | 


which were read twice and committed: 

A bill making eee: for the Militar 
Academy of the United States for the year 1836; 
A bill for the relief of S. Morris Waln; and 

A bill for the relief of John F. Lewis. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND, from the Committee on 
Commerce, submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested 
to Jay before the House the report of the Fifth Auditor, to- 
gether with the correspondence growing out of the inquiry 
of the Treasury Department in relation to the best mode of 
managing the light-house establishment of the nation. 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, from the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs, submitted the following 
resolution; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the message of the President of the United 
States of the 25th January, 1834, with the accompanying 
documents, concerning theclaim for indemnification of the 
owners of the ship Frances and Eliza, now on the files of 
the House, be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


On motion by Mr. LAY, of New York, 


Resalved, That the Committee on Claims be required to 





Russetl; and that the aceempanying affidavit of Horace 
Steele, in relation to the claim of William Russell for remu- 
neration for property taken and appropriated to the use of the 
Army of the United States during the late war, be referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 


On motion by Mr. PINCKNEY, 


Resolved, Tivat the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire imto the expediency of establishing a 
naval depot in Charleston harbor. 


On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be instructed to 
inquire into. the expediency of providing by law for the pay-* 
ment of the claim of John Hk. Holland, marshal of the eastern 
district of Louisiana, for the expenses incurred in the care, 
clothing, subsistence, and medical attendance of a number 
of Africans placed in his charge, under the laws of the 
United States relative to the slave trade. 


On metion by Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to com- 
ramnicate to this House the survey and estimate ef Lieu- 
tenant P. Brown, of the Corps of Engineers, of the work 
proposed to be constructed at the eastern termination of 
Lake Erie, for the protection of commerce on the lakes. 


On: motion by Mr. WISE, 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
estaidishing a post ronte from Princess Anne, in Somerset 
conaty, Maryland, via New Town Wind, Maryland, Mapp’s 
tavern, Riley’s store, Jenkin’s bridge, Guildford, and Bag- 
weli’s mill, in Acecomack county, Virginia, to Drummond 
Town, in Accomack county, Virvinia. 


On: motion by Mr. PEYTON, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instracted to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post roate from Monroe, via Locust Shade, 
i: Owerton county, Teanessee, by Selina, Jackson county, 
Tennessee, by Garrett Moore’s, ‘Tennessee, to 'Tompkins- 
ville, Keutucky- A 

On motion by Mr. HAMER, 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary Be, and! 
|, they are hereby, instructed to inquire into the expediency, 
of increasing the salary of the district judge of Ohio. 

On: motion by Mr. STORER, 

Resalved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be 
instructed*to inquire into the expedieney of authorizing by 
Inw aisubscription to the capital stock of the Ohio and 
Charleston railroad, whenever the corporations created by 

| the Legistatures of Kentucky, Tennessee, and North Caro- 
lina shall open the books for the subscription of stock. 

On. motion by Mr. PEYTON, 


1} 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
i 
j 





Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
| establishing a post route from Gainsboro’, Tennessee, by 
|| Major Thomas Butler’s and Selina, to Burksville, Ken- 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of making the town 
of Lafayette, on the river Wabash, a port of entry. 


On motion by Mr. HAWES, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of making an 
a priation for the improvement of the navigation of 
Green and Big Barron rivers, in the State of Kentucky. 

On-motion by Mr. MANN, of New York, 

Resolved, 'That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post. Koads be instructed to inquire into the equity and 
expediency of releasing. John Mahon and Asa Mu 
from the payment of a judgment recovered by the United 





i 
} 


| 
| 
tueky. 
On motion by Mr. HANNEGAN, 





States against them, as bail for Daniel Holt, formerly a 
postmaster at Herkimer, in the State of New 





York. 











1836. 





APPROPRIATION BILL. 

n engrossed bill, making appropriations, in 
_ for the support of evernennt tor the year 
Pa36, was read the third time. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, said he wished | 
this bill amended, so as to reduce the contingent 
expenses of the House to the standard of 1832; 
and he hoped the House would afford its unani- 
mous consent for the purpose of enabling him to 
make the motion. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG expressed the same 
wish. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, should || 
move that the bill be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, or to a Committee | 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
instructions to inquire into the eapeenaey of 
making the retrenchments suggested by the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee. In that way the bill 
could be amended, and they could have the bene- 
fit of a full discussion on the subject. He made | 
the former motion. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG expressed a hope that 
the gentleman would withdraw the motion. The 
object was to reduce the appropriations to the 
standard of four years ago, and he trusted the 
bill would not be delayed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS would assent to the request, | 
but he wished the inquiry to go further than the 
gentleman proposed, and to inquire whether the 
amount of 1832 was itself not too large. 

Mr. ADAMS said, it made little difference 
whether this bill was amended or not, for if it 
were, there would be a supplemental bill to the 

eneral appropriation bill. Mr. A. opposed the 

ill. 

Mr. HARDIN entered into a statement to show | 
the expenses for printing, &c., for 1833, 1834, and | 
1835, and read a table which he had himself made | 
out. 

Mr. CA.aBRELENG moved that the bill be 
recommitted to a Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. Mr. C. intimated his inten- 
tion shortly to propose a hill to make the appro- 
priation year, in regard to all the officers of the 
Government, commence on March 31, if no other 
gentleman did so. 

Mr. WILLIAMS then withdrew his motion to 
refer to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD renewed the motion, for 
the reason, he said, of instructing the Committee 
of Ways and Means on the subject of mileage. 
Mr. U. said this matter ought to be settled. Some 
of his own predecessors, coming from his own || 
immediate neighborhood, had charged 1,100, 
1,200, 1,300 miles, others 600, 700, and 800; 


| 


| 
| 


1] 
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and it was time this matter was looked into. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG would suggest that the 
Committee on the Post Office a Post Roads 
would be the proper committee to refer this sub- 
= to, and not to the Committee of Ways and 

eans. . 

Mr. WHITTLESEY said, to send the sub- 
ject to the Committee of Ways and Means would 
greatly embarrass it. He thought it should go 
either to the committee indicated by the gentle- 
man from New York, or to a select committee. 
Mr. W. went on to show that the contingent ex- 
penses for printing were easily accounted for, by 
the fact of the extra number of copies ordered by 
the House, for which many members had voted 
who expressed themselves in favor of reform and 
economy. The. former practice of the House was 
to print no more than five thousand copies of the 
President’s message and accompanying docu- 
ments; now, ten, fifteen, and twenty thousand 
were printed. 

Mr. CRAIG preferred referring the bill to an- 
other committee than the Committee on the state 
ofthe Union. The great inequality in the mileage 
of the members, though it might seem a small 
matter, involved an important principle. 

Mr. WISE said he felt the rebuke of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio; for it was he himself who had 
made the motion this session to print the extra 
number of copies, and he hoped would for- 
give him for that vote. He was wrong, and the 
gentleman from Ohio was right. Mr. W. again 
reiterated the c inst the printers of the 
House for not having used due expedition in 


| 
| 
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| 
| 


| 


furnishing those copies. Mr. W. also complained 
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of the printing of the House and that of the De- 
partments being given to the same printer. 


causes of the delay that had taken place. 
in no wa 


the delay 
planation was substantial 


| 8Ppe 


be applied was to pass a law that the mileage of || 
each member should be 
a manner to be seen and read by 
| the constituents of each member. 


‘from Virginia [Mr. Wise] to print an extra num- 
with || ber of the President’s message, and he neither 


| for giving that vote. 
| not printed for the benefit of the members of the 
| House, but for the 


| plained of the extra printing and the Government | 


xi 


| tleman from Ohio [Mr. Wuitt.esey] to the post || 


| printed last session, which cost a vast deal more 


| Mr. P. then referred to the mass of memorials, 


| foldin 


nea in favor of the House. 


| gentleman from Ohio could put his hand on no 


| that he would be elected printer to the House. 
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| on the subject of the condition of the incorpo- 
| rated banks in the District of Columbia. 
| Referred to the Select Committee on the Banks 
| in the District, and ordered to be printed. 
pene for A communication from the Secretary of 
ir. G.’sex- |! the Treasury, relative to certain claims in the 
ly the same as that which || district of New Orleans, Louisiana. 
ared in the Globe a few days ago. Laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 
r. LANE said, the only remedy that could || III. A letter from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, transmitting documents in reference to the 
progress made in the construction of the bridge 
across the Potomac at Washington. 
Laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 
IV. A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, 
transmitting a list of the clerks employed in his 
|| Department. 
Laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 
V. And a letter from the Secretary of War, 
|| transmitting a report of the Second Auditor on 
| the contingent expenses of the Military Academy 
for 1835. 
Laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 
The House then adjourned. 


Mr. GILLET made a brief explanation of the 


It was 
ae to the present 
ad not arisen from them. 


ublished to the world, in || 
the people—by | 


Mr. L. voted for the motion of the gentleman || 


regretted nor felt it his duty to confess his error 
The extra numbers were 


ople—their constituents. 
The gentleman from Vispinia {Mr. Wise] com- | 
tronage to the public printer. When, (said 
r. L.,) did we ever hear of this complaint—now 
that an American-born citizen, one of the free- 
born sons of Columbia has the printing—other- | 
wise when the same favors were showered upon | 
a foreigner? 

Mr. PARKER drew the attention of the gen- 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, January 13, 1836. 

On motion by Mr. WEBSTER, the bill makin 
appropriations to suppress hostilities commence 
by the Seminoles was taken up, read the third 
time, and passed. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The CHAIR communicated a report from the 
Navy Department, made in compliance with the 
provisions of the ninth section of the act of the 
20th April, 1818, showing the number of clerks 
employed in that Department and the Navy Com- 
missioners’ Office for the past year, with the 
| compensation paid to each. 

Also, a report from the Treasury Department, 
prepared by the Register of the Treasury, in 
obedience to the provisions of the act to regulate 
and fix the compensation of the clerks employed 
in the different public offices. 

PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented the petition of 
William A. Weaver, praying Congress to author- 
ize the construction of certain steam fire-ships; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 
| Mr. SOUTHARD presented the memorial of 
| the corporate authorities of the town of Alexan- 
| dria, praying Congress to relieve them of their 
| pecuniary embarrassments; which was referred 
| to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. TOMLINSON presented the petition of 
Isaac Bronson, praying to be allowed the com- 
mutation due him as surgeon’s mate in the army 
of the Revolution; which was referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. KENT presented the petition of the Pre- 
sident and Directors of the Bank of Columbia, 
praying an extension of their charter for alimited 
time, to enable them to wind up their business; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Dis- ~ 

tition, numerously 


trict of Columbia. 

Mr. TYLER presented a pe 
signed by merchants of the District of Columbia, 
praying for the speedy recharter of the District 
yanks; which was ordered to be printed, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of 
| Columbia. 

Mr. T., at the same time, gave notice that he 
would, at as early a day as the business of the 
Senate would permit, call up the bill reported by 
the Committee on the District for the extensica 
of the charters of the said banks. 

Mr. BENTON presented the petition of the 
representatives of Henry Morfit, deceased, pray- 
ing compensation for his revolutionary services; 
which was referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. TALLMADGE, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, to which had been referred the 
petition of A. B. Ostrander, reported a bill for his 


office minority report, twenty-five thousand copies | 
of which were ordered, at his instance, to be 


than printing the President’s message, and which 
contained a large body of undigested evidence, || 
that few ever read, and no one could understand. 


petitions, speeches, &c., of members of Congress, | 
during the ‘* panic’’ session, which fairly blocked 
up the avenues in the Capitol, employed some 
score or two of persons to fold, and the very | 
§ paper to one speech, he was credibly in- | 
formed, cost the country upwards of four hundred | 
dollars. Mr. P. said it would”be found, that, for 
ears past, the balance of public printing had | 








Mr. WARDWELL was surprised that the 


other document than the President’s message, the 
very one, of all others, that ought-to be distrib- 
uted. Mr. W. had always strenuously opposed 
the extra printing by that House. He would ask, 
who ever read the gentleman’s report, of which 
twenty-five thousand copies were printed? It 
was strange that nothing had been said by gen- | 
tlemen of the expenses of printing before the | 
resent session, when, for the first time, a printer | 
nad been elected favorable to the Administration. || 
He hoped this bill would not be encumbered with | 
the subject of mileage; but if the gentleman | 
wished an alteration in the law, let him move the | 
customary resolution. 
Mr. WISE said the public printer knew, be- 
yond a moral certainty, three or four months ago, 


Mr. W. expressed his assent toa Sag oT for 
employing their own printer; for he did not de- 
sire to make a contemptible issue between Gales 
& Seaton, for whom he had never voted, and 
Blair & Rives. He intended hereafter to move 
for the appointment of a committee to inquire 
into the whole subject of public printing. 

Mr. CRAIG moved that the Hesse adjourn; 
but withdrew it, to enable the Speaker to present 
the following communications: 

NORTHERN BOUNDARY OF OHIO. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered-to be printed: 

To the House of Representatives of the United States: 

Having laid before Congress on the 9th ultimo, the corre- 
spondence which had previously taken place relative to the 
controversy between Ohio and Michigan, on the question 
of boundary between that State and Territory, | now trans- 
mit reports from the Secretaries of State and War on the 
subject, with the papers therein referred to. 

. ANDREW JACKSON. 
Wasuineron, 11th January, 1836. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the Houee the fol- 
mere communications: 

I. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury 








relief; which was read and ordered to a second 


ading. : 

Mr. HENDRICKS, from the Committee on 
Roads and Canals, to which the memorial on the 
subject had been referred, reported a bill author- 
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izing the Achatita Railroad Company to locate || 


their road through the lands of the United States; 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. H., from the same committee, re 
without amendment, the bill to authorize the Lea- 
venworth and Bloomington, and other railroad 
companies, to locate their roads through the lands 
of the United States. 

Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, to which had been referred the 
petition of the heirs of Henry Eckford, deceased, 
reported a bill for their relief; which was read, 
and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. ROBINSON, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, to which had been referred the 
tion of the legal representatives of Moses 8 ep- 


} 


rted | 


herd, deceased, reported a bill for their relief; | 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading. || 


Mr. WALL, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which had been referred the bill for 
the better organization of the corps of Topo- 


graphical Engineers, reported the same without | 


amendment. 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. SOUTHARD submitted the following 
resolution; which lies on the table one day: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing such 
defenses for Key West as shail render it a safe rendezvous 
and depot for the Navy. 

Mr. ROBBINS submitted the following resolu- 
tions; which lie on the table one day: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of establishing a 
naval depot and port of expedition and rendezvous within 
the waters of Narragansett bay. 

Resolved, That ¢0 much of the report of the Board of 
Navy Commiasioners, made October 19, 1829, and of the 
report of the Secretary of the Navy, made December 6, 
1830, as relates to the establishment of a depot within said 
waters, together with the report of the survey of the said 
bay, communicated to the Senate December 19, 1832, with 
the severai charts relating to the same, be referred to the 
said committee. 

Mr. LINN submitted the following resolution; 
which lies on the table one day: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of making an appropriation 
to compensate Augustus Jones, marshal of Missouri, for 
services rendered the public in detecting and breaking up 
bands of counterfeiters, who were flooding the country 
with spurious money; and that said committee call on the 


Secretary of the Treasury for information relating to this 
subject. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. EWING, on leave, introduced a bill to 
authorize the selection of certain lands in lieu of 
those disposed of, which would have been the 
property of the State of Ohio, under the grant of 
Congress for the Miami and Erie canal; which 
was read twice and referred. 


SUFFERERS BY NEW YORK FIRE. 


On motion by Mr. WRIGHT, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the bill for the 
relief of sufferers by fire in the city of New York. 

Mr. CALHOUN moved to strike out from the 
pill the second section. He was opposed to all 
that did not provide for the actual sufferers. He 
was opposed to becoming the general insurers for 
all losses, whether of an agricultural, manufactur- 
ing, or commercial community. 

Mr. WRIGHT held in his hand a statement 
showing the amount of bonds for duties to be 
$3,600,000. Mr. W. said if the second section 
should be stricken out, relief would then be ex- 
tended to only a portion of the sufferers. 

Mr. CLAY aid not like either of the sections, 
and perhaps it was not possible to prepare one to 
meet the views of all the other gentlemen of the 
Senate. He had, however, prepared two sections 
to meet his views, and wished the Senator from 
South Carolina (Mr. Catnovun] to withdraw his 
amendment for the present, in order that he might 
introduce it. He objected to the bill, as reported, 
on account of the inequality of its operation. 
The second section of the bill as reported provided 
for cases where no loss had been incurred by the 
persons who were to have the benefits of it. The 
mercantile community of New York were exceed- 
ingly sensitive, and the distinction taken by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Wricut] was 
entirely too refined, It was an old saying, that 
there was no friendship in trade. By the re- 
ported bill, relief was extended to all persons who 
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had imported goods into the port of New York. 
Suppose (said Mr. C.) there are other persons who 
import into New York not citizens of that place— 
persons from Philadelphia—were they to be ex- 
cluded from the benefits of the provisions of the 
bill? It is said (continued Mr. C.) that the Gov- 
ernment may give relief to this man or to that 
man, as the case may seem to require. It was the 


_ want of universality in the bill that made it objec- 


eti- || 


tionable to him. He did not consider this like a 
case of a poor debtor whose debt the Government 
were likely to lose. Here Mr. C. submitted his 
amendments as follows: 


1. That in all cases where merchandise was consuitned 
by fire in the city of New York, on the 16th and 17th of 
December, 1835, the duties paid or accruing thereon shall 
be refunded or remitted, under such rules and regulations 
in regard to evidence as the Secretary of the Treasury may 
prescribe: Provided, ‘That the total amount to be allowed 
under the act shall not exceed dollars. And if 
the amount of the aforesaid duties shall be ascertained to 


| exceed that sum, it shall be divided between the sufferers 
| ratably, in proportion to their respective losses. 


2. That in all cases of bonds taken prior to the aforesaid 
fire, for duties on merchandise imported into the port of 
New York by persons who have suffered loss by the said 


| fire, in the destruction of their buildings or effects, to the 
| amount of their respective bonds, it shall be lawful, under 


such rules and regulations as may be prescribed by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, to extend the time of payment of 
the atoresaid bonds to three, four, and five years, in equal 
installments, with the assent of the securities, or to take 
new bonds, with sufficient surety or sureties, provided that 


| no such indulgence shall be given in the case of any bond 
| which had fallen due before the fire aforesaid. 


Mr. CLAY resumed: If we had a Government 
warehouse system introduced, and the Govern- 
ment had lost the goods, there would be no doubt 
of the liability and power. The amendment he 
had offered would employ the vigilance of the 
merchants who had actually sustained losses, to 
prevent frauds upon the munificence of the Gov- 


/ernment. They would know through the entries 
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| and clerks in the custom-house, and the regulations 


of the port of entry, when fraudulent attempts 
were made to consume the sum appropriated for 
their benefit. There were cases which the bill 
might not meet, but in a general provision of this 


| kind it was not to be expected that every case 
| would be provided for. 


Mr. WRIGHT said he was compelled to trou- 
ble the Senate with a very few remarks, and he 
found himself very delicately situated, if he cor- 
rectly understood the state of the question. To 
make himself sure upon that point, he would ask 
if he was right in supposing that the honorable 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Catnoun] had 
withdrawn his motion to strike out the second 
section of the bill? [Mr. Caruoun signified that 
he had withdrawn the motion.}] Mr. W. con- 
tinued. He said the question was then upon the 
amendment offered by the honorable Senator from 


| against the amendment must be understood mere] 


erty. 


to indicate that they were unwilling to substitute 

that measure of relief for the one provided for in 

the bill, and not that they were unwilling to grant 
| both; not that they were opposed to the principle 
_ of the amendment, but that they could not consent 
| to.adopt it at the expense of sacrificing another 
| measure of relief, equally important, and, in 
| their judgment, more clear from objection. 

Mr. W. said he was not er to disguise 
or deny that the bill before the Senate granted to 
the merchants of New York the use, without in- 
terest, of an amount of capital equal to the 
amount of bonds the payment of which was for- 
borne, and for a time equal to that forbearance, 
This he understood to be the object of the bill, 
An immense amount of the capital of that com- 
/mercial city had been annihilated by the fire. 
Property to the value of between seventeen and 
eighteen millions had been entirely destroyed in 
the period of a few hours; and he had supposed 
that the object of the bill was, by a forbearance 
of payment upon the duty bonds, to give to the 
city the temporary use of that portion of the 
capital thus destroyed. In that case, but about 
| one fifth of the loss would be thus re and 

that would be done without asking the Govern- 
ment to give one cent beyond the mere use of 
this portion of its dues for a very short period. 
The whole amount of bonds to be extended by 


| the bill exceeded, by a very trifle, $3,600,000, 
| and a very large portion—more than two thirds of 


the whole amount—were only to be forborne for 
six, nine, and twelve months. 

He asked if this small measure of relief was 
not due to the occasion? Every man within the 





| hearing of his voice could appreciate the condition 


of such a community under such a loss of prop- 
Every one must see that the business of 


that city could not go on without material and 


substantial relief, or without immense — 
among the business men. Every one must feel that 
hundreds upon hundreds of the most respectable 
and enterprising of the merchants of the city must 
be entirely ruined, unless some relief, speedy and 
efficient, shall be afforded. 

Still, (Mr. W.said,) he announced to the Senate, 
with the most heartfelt and proud gratification, 
that, as yet, nota single mercantile failure had 
been the consequence of this unexampled calam- 
ity. Why, he would ask, was he able to state 
this singular and cheering fact? Because every 





_spairing man—had hung upon the ee 
| favorable action of Congress, of the State 
|| lature, and of the corporate authorities of the city, 


effort of enterprise and faithfulness had been 
brought into action; while hope, confident hope— 
the last support which leaves the sinking and de- 


gis- 


Kentucky, [Mr. Cray,] which was virtually to || to sustain those exertions until the future opera- 
remit the duty upon the goods burned. This was || tions of trade might enable the worthy sufferers 
a part of the relief prayed for by the citizens of || so far to retrieve their losses as to be enabled to 


New York, in the memorial in their behalf which 


pay their debts, not only to their neighbors, but 


had been presented to the Senate, but a relief || to the Government, and thus save the city froma 


copranee and distinct from that provided for in the 
i 

for forbearance of the debts due to the Govern- 
ment for duties, in consequence of the calamitous 
fire. Another bill, he felt authorized to say, 
would be presented, or would come from the 
other branch of Congress, proposing a remission 
or refunding of the duties upon the burned goods; 
and the delicacy of the situation of himself and 
his colleague arose from the fact, that if ey 


| should vote against the amendment now proposed, 
| providing for this relief, they would be subject 


to the misrepresentation and misconstruction of 
voting against that part of the relief prayed for 
by their constituents; while, if they voted for the 
amendment, they necessarily, by its adoption, 
denied what he considered the more general, and, 
so far as that whole greatcommercial community 
was concerned, more important relief of a for- 
bearance of payment of the outstanding duty 
bonds. 

In this position, he knew but one course; and 
that was, to pursue singly the object proposed by 
the bill before the Senate, and to postpone to 
some future occasion the remaining wishes of the 
sufferers. He would say, however, that neither 
himself nor his colleague had made up their 
minds that the relief proposed by the amendment 
could not be properly extended; and their votes 


| scene of wide-spread and fatal bankruptcy, the 


under discussion, This bill merely provided || extent of which, if ever it commences, no human 


| foresight can measure. 
| What, then, (said Mr. W.,) is asked by this 
bill in furtherance of an object so important to that 
great commercial emporium, to its neighboring 
| commercial cities, indeed to the whole country? 
| A mere forbearance of poymens upon debts due 
| to the Government, to the amount of $3,500,000, 
/and upon more than two thirds of that sum fora 
| very limited period: six, nine, and twelve months. 
| Might he not, then, hope that opposition would 
| be withdrawn, and that this extension of credit 
| would be given without further delay? 
| He felt bound to repeat to the honorable Senator 
| from Kentucky, [Mr. Chats} and to the honorable 
| gentleman from South Carolina, (Mr. CaLnoun,] 
| that propositions, embracing precisely the prin- 
ciples contained in the amendment proposed by 
the former gentleman as a substitute for this bill, 
will be laid before Congress. He would further 
say, that the question of a remission or refunding 
of the duties upon burned goods, had been one 
of doubt and difficulty. It had, to a greater or 
less extent, occupied the attention of Congress 
from the commencement of the Government to 
the present time; and, although he could not say 
that a uniformity of action would be found upon 
it, he believed he was right in the assertion that 
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